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E P ()  R T. 


The  Committee  appointed  to  examine 
the  Phyficians  who  have  attended 
His  Majefty,  during  His  Illnefs 
touching  ths  prefent  State  of  His 
Majefty  s.  Health  ; and  to  report  fuch 
Examination  forthwith  to  the  Houfe  > 


TJAVE  purfuant  to  the  Order  of  the 

ThjLianT^  Pr°Ceeded  t0  eMmine  the  ftid 


They  ajfo  proceeded  to  fome  Length  in 

witH  re(Pca  to  the  Situation  in 
*h,ch  Dr.  John  Willis  has  attended  His 
aJc'  ys  and  from  fuch  Examination  are  of 
praion,  that  he  comes  within  the  Order 
°f  Reference  to  this  Committee : But  as 

,'U  cxammat.on  miSht  greatly  pro- 

m3vd  their  Proceedings,  and  as  they  have 
-eafon  to  fuppofe  Dr.  Willis,  Senior, 
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ful’y  informed  of  every  Particular  necefiary 
to  the  Object  of  their  Enquiry,  which  could 
be  dated  by  Dr.  John  Willis,  they  have, 
forborn  to  examine  the  latter,  conceiving, 
that  it  is  of  the  utmoft  Importance,  that 
their  Report  fhould  not  be  any  longer  de- 
ferred. 


The  Examination  of  the  Phyficians  is  as 
follows,;  and  that  Part  of  it  which  relates 
to  Dr.  John  Willis,  is  added  at  the  End  of 
this  Report. 

i 

Mcr  cur'd , y°  die  Januarii  1789. 

Sir  LUCAS  PEPYS  called  in,  and 
examined. 

Whether,  in  his  Opinion,  the  State  of 
His  Majelly’s  Health  doe^,  or  does  nor, 
continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render  His  Ma- 
jefty  incapable  either  of  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment, or  of  attending  to  Public  Bufinefs  ? 

It  certainly  continues  fuch  as  to  render 
him  incapable  either  of  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment, or  of  attending  to  Public  Bufinefs. 

* 

What  Hopes  does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  now 
entertain  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  ? 


The 
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The  Hopes  I now  entertain  are  founded 
exactly -upon  the  fame  Ground  upon  which 
they  were  when  I formerly  gave  my  Opi- 
nion. 

Can  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  now  form  any  Judg- 
ment, or  probable  Conjecture,  of  the  Time 
that  His  Majedy’s  Illnels  is  likely  to 
lad? 

I can  neither  form  Judgment  or  probable 
Conjecture  of  the  Time  that  His  Majedy’s- 
Difeafe  is  likely  to  lad. 

Whether,  in  His  Majedy’s  Diforder,  Sir 
Lucas  Pepys  fees  any  prefent  Signs  of  Con- 
vale  fcence  ? , 

On  the  27th  of  December,  in  the  Even- 
ing, I faw  His  Majedy  in  fuch  a Calm, 
and  approaching  towards  a rational  State, 

I was  in  Hopes,  had  it  Continued,  Signs  of 
Convalefcence  would  foon  have  appeared; 
thofe  good  Symptoms  appeared  only  for 
an  Hour ; fince  which  I have  feen  no  Signs 
of  approaching  Convalefcence. 

Are  there  any  aCtual  Symptoms  at  pre- 
fent, which  leads  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  to  enter- 
tain more  or  lefs  favourable  Hopes  of  His 
Majedy’s  Recovery,  than  he  has  hitherto 
had  during  his  Attendance  ? 


I think 
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I think  His  Majefty  is  more  eafily  cort- 
trouled,  and  therefore  I fhould  hope  that 
He  was  advancing  towards  Recovery* 
though  no  actual  Symptoms  appear. 

Whether  it  is  not  ufual  for  Perfons  in  the 
Situation  of  His  Majefty  to  become  more 
eafily  controuled,  when  they  are  put  under 
the  Care  of  Perfons  ufed  to  attend  Patients 
in  that  Diforder  ? 

Certainly  j — but  He  is  more  eafily  con- 
trouled now  than  He  was  a Fortnight  ago* 
■tvhen  under  the  fame  Care. 

Whether  this  does  not  happen  often,  in- 
dependant  of  any  Advancement  towards  Re- 
covery ? 

As  Controul  is  the  principal  Means  ufed 
for  Recovery,  I confider  Patients  fubmit- 
ting  to  it  more  readily  as  a Mark  of  fome 
Sort  of  Ground  being  got. 

Does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  confider  the  Cir- 
cumftance  of  His  Majefty  being  more  eafily 
controuled,  as  being  in  itfelf  fuch  a clear 
Symptom  of  the  Abatement  of  the  Diforder, 
as  induces  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  from  that  Caufe 
to  entertain  ftronger  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 
fpeedy  Recovery,  than  when  Sir  Lucas  Pepys 
was  laft  examined  ? 


Not 
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Not  ftronger  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 
ipeedy  Recovery,  but  Hopes  of  His  more 
/peedy  Recovery. 

I ‘ 


Whether,  in  Sir  Lucas  Pepys’s  Judg- 
ment,  Management,  or  Medicine,  is  the 
more  operative  Caufe  of  Recovery  in  Cafes 
of  this  Sort  ? 

I think  without  both.  Patients  are  not  fo 

ikely  to  recover,  as  under  either;  neither 
would  have  Effeft  finely. 

Does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  think,  that  the  Per- 
ons.  who  ufuallv  have  the  Controul  and 
Management  of  Perfons  in  His  Majefty’s 
Situation  are  better,  or  wor ft.  Judges  of 
the  true  Inference  anfing  from  the  Faft  of 
qmet  Submiffion  to  fuch  Controul,  than 
Phyfidans  who  have  not  made  this  Diforder 
their  particular  Study  ? 

I think  they  are  better  Judges. 


What  is  the  Degree  of  Attendance  of  the 
MajeftIy?S  n0t  COnftam,y  With  His 


Either  myfelf,  Dr.  Gilborne,  or  Dr.  Rfy. 
no  !S  are  at  Kew,  in  Rotation,  from  Four 
P Clock  ever  Day,  till  Eleven  the  next 

Morn- 


I 
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Morning;  at  Ten  o’Clock  every  Morning, 
either  Sir  George  Baker  or  Dr.  Warren 
comes  to  Kew,  vifits  His  Majefty,  and  con- 
fuin  with  the  Phyfician  who  has  remained 
there  a!i  Night,  and  Dr.  Willis,  and  ufually 
remains  there  about  an  Hour. 

Whether  there  are  any  other  Medical 
Perfons  that  attend  His  Majefty  ? 

Two  Surgeons  and  Two  Apothecaries. 

Whether  Accounts  are  not  received 
from  them  refpefting  His  Majefty’s  Situa- 
tion ? 

No  regular  Account  is  given  by  them, 
but  they  are  frequently  afked. 

Whether  thofe  Surgeons  and  Apothe- 
caries, or  any  of  them,  are  Perfons  who 
have  made  this  Diforder  their  particular 
Study,  or  who  have  ufually  had  the  Con- 
troul  and  Management  of  Perfons  in  His 
Majefty’s  Situation  ? 

I cannot  fay  whether  they  have  made  this 
particular  diforder  their  particular  Study. — I 
conclude  they  occafionally  fee  Patients  in 
this  Diforder,  though  they  may  not  have 
the  Controul  and  Management  of  them. 


Whether 
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Whether  you  think  them  capable  of 
relating  Fa&s  wicff^Accuracy  and  Inte- 
grity ? 

I would  truft  the  Judgment  and  Integrity 
of  any  of  them. 

Whether  thofe  Surgeons  and  Apothe- 
caries have  the  fame  Opportunities  of  ob- 
serving the  particular  Situation  of  His  Ma- 
jefty  as  Dr.  Willis  has  ? 

Not  the  fame  Opportunity  as  Dr.  Willis 
haSj  but  the  fame  Opportunity  as  any  other 
of  the  Three  Phyficians  have  who  attend  in 
Rotation. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  is  prefent  with  the 
King  often,  or  for  any  confiderable  Length 
of  Time,  when  fome  one  of  thole  Surgeons 
and  Apothecaries  is  not  prefent  ? 

Very  frequently,  and  for  a confiderable 
Length  of  Time,  when  none  of  them  are 
prefent. 

Are  not  fome  of  them  prefent  at  Times  in 
which  Dr.  Willis  is  not  prefent  ? 

Sometimes,  but  not  often. 

When  Dr.  Willis  takes  Reft,  who  is  it 
that  attends  the  King  ? 

A Page,  and  one  of  Dr.  Willis’s  Men. 
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Do  no  Phyfician  or  Apothecary  ever 
come  in  at  fuch  Times  ? 

There  is  a pofitive  Order  that  Nobody 
{hall  go  into  His  Majelly’s  Room  without 
Dr,  Willis’s  Leave. 

Who  gave  that  Order  ? 

I don’t  know — it  is  written  up  in  the 
Outer  Room. 

Did  you  never  afk  who  gave  that  Order  ? 

I never  alked. 

What  do  you  mean  by  the  eafier  Subjec- 
tion to  Controul  ? 

I mean  a {lighter  Degree  of  Intimida- 
tion. 

Is  the.  eafier  Submifilon  to  Controul,  in 
your  Opinion,  produced  by  adlual  Abate- 
ments of  the  Diforder,  or  do  you  only  con- 
fider  it  as  facilitating  the  Management  which 
may  produce  a Cure  ? 

I conceive  it  as  an  adtual  Abatement  of 
the  Diforder  as  far  as  that  goes. 

Whether  Perfons  who  have  been  for  any 
Length  of  Time  under  a Degree  of  actual 
Controul,  do  not,  from  that  Circumftance, 
more  eafily  fubmitto  Controul,  independant 
of  any  Abatement  of  the  Diforder  ? 

I think 


C II  J 

I think  not,  as  I have  feen  Patients  under 
the  ftrongefl  Degree  of  Coercion  for  Months 
together,  who  have  not  been,  at  the  End  of 

that  Period,  more  under  Controul  than  they 
were  at  firft. 


Whether  you  have  not  known  Patients 
who,  after  having  been  under  Coercion  for 
fome  Time,  have  become  more  manageable 

without  any  Symptoms  of  Recovery  appear- 
ing? 

Certainly  without  any  Symptoms  of  Re- 
covery, but  not  without  Symptoms  of  an 
Abatement  of  the  Diforder. 

Whether  or  no  you  have  not  known  fuch 
Symptoms  of  Abatement  in  Confequence  of 
Controul  to  have  exifted,  without  any  Reco- 
very having  followed  ? 

Certainly. 

Whether  after  His  Majefly  has  been  fub- 
miffive  to  Controul,  as  by  you  ftated,  He  has 
not  afterwards  grown  lefs  manageable  ? 

Certainly— but  not  lefs  manageable  than 
He  was  before  Coercion  was  uled. 

W hen  was  it  lafl:  found  necefFary  to  ufe 
Coercion  ? 
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The  Middle  of  laft  Week,  as  far  as  I can 
fpeak  from  my  own  Obfervation — I under- 
Itand  it  has  been  ufed  fince. 

Whether,  before  Dr.  Willis  came  about 
the  King,  the  fame  Modes  of  Coercion  were 
ufed  ? 

No. 

Whether  there  is  not  a greater  Probability 
of  Recovery  where  Symptoms  of  Abatement 
of  the  Diforder  have  appeared,  than  where 
the  Diforder  has  remained  for  the  fame  Time 
without  fuch  Symptoms  of  Abatement  ? 

The  Probability  of  Recovery  is  always  in 
Proportion  to  the  Frequency  and  Degree  of 
Abatement  of  the  Diforder,  except  in  Cafes 
of  fudden  Recovery. 

\ Does  the  Majority  of  Perfons  in  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Situation,  with  its  prefent  Symptoms 
and  Appearances,  recover? 

It  is  my  Opinion  that  they  certainly  do. 

Whether  you  confider  the  Chance  of  Reco- 
very in  a Perfon  who  has  patted  Ten  Weeks 
without  Symptoms  of  Convalefcence,  to  be 
equal  to  that  of  a Perfon  who  has  paffed  only 
Six  Weeks  without  any  fuch  Symptoms? 

I think 
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I think  the  Difference  between  Six  Weeks 
and  Ten  Weeks  perfectly  immaterial  in  Cafes 
of  this  Sort,  the  Period  is  fo  fhort. 

Do  you  mean  the  Majority  of  Perfons  in 
general  have  recovered,  or  do  you  mean  the 
Majority  of  thofe  who  are  about  the  fame 
Age  as  His  Majefty  ? 

I cannot  fpeak  from  any  Obfervation  of 
my  own,  nor  do  I know  that  any  fuch  Ob- 
fervations  have  been  made  by  others,  whe- 
ther the  Majority  of  Perfons  afflidted  with 
that  Diforder  at  that  Time  of  Lrfe  do  or  do 
not  recover, 

V ■ 

Do  you  confider  His  Majefty’s  prefent 
Chance  of  Recovery  (all  the  Circumflances 
of  His  Majefty’s  Cafe  that  have  fallen  within 
your  Obfervation  being  attended  to)  as  being 
greater,  or  lefs,  than  it  was  when  you  was  laft 
examined  here,  or  as  being  equally  good  ? 

Fi om  the  Circumftances  which  I faw  on 
the  2 7ch  of  December,  I think  I can  fpeak 
with  more  Certainty,  when  I fay  that  I con- 
clude His  Majefty  will  recover,  than  I did 
when  I was  laft  examined. 

Was  Dr.  Willis  prefent  on  the  27th  of 
December,  at  the  Time  you  obferved  the 
Circumftances  you  alluded  to  ? 


Only 
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Only  for  a very  few  Minutes,  and  thofe  at 
the  End  of  the  Time;  but  his  Son  was  there 
the  whole  Time. 

Since  Dr.  Willis  has  attended  His  Ma- 
jefty, whether  either  Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son 
has  always  been  prefent,  when  you  attended, 
during  the  whole  Time  ? 

I have  fometimes  been  with  His  Majefty 
alone,  more  commonly  in  the  Prefence  of 
Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son. 

■ t 

Have  you  obferved  any  Difference  in  His 
Majefty  when  you  have  feen  Him  alone, 
and  when  in  the  Prefence  of  Dr.  Willis  or 
his  Son  ? 

Sometimes  His  Majefty  is  more  irritable 
when  either  Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son  is  prefent, 
and  at  other  Times  the  contrary. 

Whether  on  the  27th  of  December  His 
Majefty  fhewed  any  Confcioufnefs  of  the 
Situation  He  then  was,  or  had  been  in  ? 

There  was  no  Confcioufnefs  fhewn  at  that 
Time  of  His  then  prefent  Situation  ; but  He 
fpoke  of  His  having  been  delirious  at  Wind- 
for,  and  was  furprized  on  my  telling  Him, 
that  His  Delirium  had  continued  above 
Three  Weeks. 


Whether 


I 
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I 

Whether  there  has  been  any  direct  or  in- 
direct Attempt  made  by  any  of  the  Phyfi- 
cians,  at  any  Time,  to  controul  or  influence 
you  with  refpect  to  the  Account  to  be  given 
of  His  Majefty’s  Situation  ? 

Certainly  not. 

Have  not  Symptoms  of  Irritation  in  His 
Majefty  s Cafe  been  frequent  fince  you  was 
la  It  examined  here  ? 

Very  frequent. 

V hether  the  Means  or  Coercion  have  not 
been  more  frequently  reforted  to  fince  that 
Period  than  before? 

More  frequently. 

Whether  you  have  confulted  any  eminent 
Perfon  converfant  in  thofe  Cafes,  and  not 
attending  on  His  Majefty,  refpecting  His 
Majefty’s  Diforder  ? 

I have  fpoken  with  Dr.  Munro,  who  has 
feen  more  Patients  than  any  Practitioner 
ever  did  fee,  upon  the  Point  only  of  the 
Probability  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery,  but 
not  with  regard  to  Medicine  or  Treatment. 

Whether  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  has  not  founded 
his  Opinion  as  well  upon  the  Reports  of  the 
I wo  Surgeons,  and  Two  Apothecaries,  and 

other 
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other  PeHons  in  Attendance  upon  His  Ma- 
jefty,  as  upon  his  own  Obfervations  ? 

I ground  my  Opinion  upon  my  own  Ob- 
fervation  only. 

\ • 

How  long  before  your  laft  Examination 
were  the  Means  of  Coercion  at  all  reforted 
to  ? 

I believe  only  Once,  if  at  all  ; I am  not 
fure. 

Do  you  then  conceive  the  Irritation  to 
have  been  greater  fince  that  Examination 
than  it  was  before  ? 

I do  not  confider  that  the  Irritation  was 
greater;  but  the  Means  of  Coercion  were 
not  in  our  Hands  till  about  the  Time  of 
Examination. 

Had  the  Irritation,  previous  to  the  Time 
of  the  Examination,  in  any  Manner  fub- 
fided  ? 

Not  fo  much  as  it  has  fince. 

• » 

Whether,  notwithflanding  the  Symptoms 
of  Irritation  in  His  Majefty’s  Cafe  has  been 
frequent  fince  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  was  examined 
here,  and  notwithstanding  the  Means  of  Co- 
ercion have  been  more  frequently  reforted 
to  fince  that  Time  than  before,  Sir  Lucas 

Pepys 


t •?  i 

I’epys  can  fpeak  with  more  Certainty  when 
he  fays  that  he  concludes  His  Majefty  will 
recover,  than  he  did  when  he  was  laft 
examined  here  ? 

Yes,  I think  I can. 

Can  you  fpeak  with  greater  Certainty 
with  refpeft  to  the  Time  of  His  Majefty’s 
Recovery  ? 

I can  fay  nothing  about  Time. 

Withdrew. 


The  Reverend  Dr.  FRANCIS  WILLIS 
called  in,  and  examined. 

Whether,  in  your  Opinion,  the  State  of 
H,s  Majefty’s  Health  does,  or  does  not, 
continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render  His  Ma- 
jefty  incapable  either  of  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment, or  of  attending  to  Public  Bufinefs  ? 

Certainly  not  capable. 

hat  Hopes  does  Dr.  Willis  now  enter- 
tain of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  ? 

Such  Hopes,  that  if  a Patient  under  the 
^ fame 
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fame  Indifpofition  was  in  my  Houfe,  I fhould 

not  have  the  leaft  Doubt  of  his  Recovery. 

» 

Can  Dr.  Willis  now  form  any  Judgment* 
or  probable  Conjecture  of  the  Time  that 
His  Majefty’s  Illnefs  is  likely  to  laft  ? 

Not  any *1  could  not  fix  upon  any; — 
I would  not  hazard  an  Opinion  of  that 
Kind. 

Whether,  in  His  Majefty’s  Diforder,  Dr. 
Willis  fees  any  prefent  Signs  of  Conval- 
efcence  ? 

About  a Fortnight  ago.  His  Majefty 
would  take  up  Books  and  could  not  read  a 
Line  of  them ; He  now  will  read  feveral 
Pages  together,  and  make,  in  my  Opinion, 
very  good  Remarks  upon  the  Subject  : I 
think,  in  the  main.  His  Majefty  does  every 
Thing  in  a more  rational  Way  than  He  did, 
and  fome  Things  extremely  rational. 

How  often  has  Dr.  Willis  found  it  necef- 
fary  to  ufe  Coercion  to  His  Majefty,  fince 
he  was  laft  examined  here  ? 

I cannot  fay,  but  very  often  : Before  that 
Time,  the  Occafions  were  continual,  but  in 
a different  Mode. 

What 
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What  Period  of  Time  do  you  mean,  when 
you  fay  before  that  Time  ? 

I believe  I was  Five  Days  before  I ufed 
any  particular  coercive  Mode,  but  endea- 
voured to  perfuade  and  explain  what  Me- 
thod mufl  be  made  ufe  of,  if  there  was  not 
a ready  Compliance. 

When  did  you  firft  begin  the  Mode  of 
Coercion  ? 

I really  don’t  know  the  particular  Day. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  keeps  any  Diary  of 
his  Proceedings  ? 

Not  before  the  yth  or  8.h  Day  I was  there, 
as  I believe. 

To  what  Period  did  you  refer  when  you 
faid,  before  your  laft  Examination  there  had 
had  been  continual  Occafions  for  Coercion, 
though  in  a different  Mode  ? 

I believe  it  was  fo  when  I came,  and  for 

fome  Time  after;  and  I underflood  from  the 

Pages,  it  had  been  fo  a confiderable  Time 
before. 

Whether  the  King  was  in  this  State  of 
Irritatation,  requiring  Coercion,  at  or  about 
the  lime  you  was  examined  here  before? 


C2 
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He  was  at  Times,  not  always. 

Do  you  underhand  from  Information  that, 
previous  to  that  T me,  the  Qccafions  for  Co- 
ercion were  without  any  Intermifiion  ? 

In  all  Probability  there  muft  have  been 
Intermiffions. 

Whether  the  Inftances  of  Coercion,  in 
whatever  Mode,  were  more  frequent  from 
the  Time  of  his  Arrival  to  the  Time  of 
h’s  laft  Examination,  than  they  have  been 
fince  ?• 

Certainly  more  frequent. 

Whether,  during  the  Period  in  which  you 
endeavoured  to  perfuade  and  explain  what 
particular  Mode  of  Coercion  muft  be  made 
ufe  of,  and  to  the  Day  of  your  Examination, 
other  Modes  of  Coercion  were  made  ufe  of, 
and  more  frequently,  than  after  you  had 
adopted  the  particular  Mode? 

Certainly. 

Whether,  at  the  Time  of  your  Examina- 
tion before  the  fo  rner  Committee  of  the 
Houle  o?  Commons,  the  particular  Mode 
of  Coercion  now  alluded  to  by  you  had  been 
ipforted  to  ? 

I really  don’t  know. 


Whether, 
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'Whether,  if  the  Irritation  had  in  a great 
Meafure  fubffded  in  conference  of  the  or- 
dinary Modes  of  Condrainr.  ufed  upon  His 
Majedy,  you  would  have  thought  it  necef- 
iary  o have  reforted  to  the  particular  Mode? 

If  I had  been  confident  of  fucceeding  as 
well  without,  certainly  I fhould  not  have  re, 
curred  to  that  Mode,  for  many  Reafons. 

Queftion  repeated. 

No,  certainly  „ot. 

Whether  Means  of  dronger  Coercion  have 
not  been  ufed  fince  your  lad  Examination 
than  before? 

Certainly,  a more  firm  Coercion,  but  not 
fo  teifing  to  the  Patien  , and  therefore  ufed. 

• *’'■  * **  - * ' J ' I 

Whether  you  can.  now  inform  t!he  Com- 
mittee, or  ca  , by  To-morrow  enable  your- 
felf  to  inform  them,  when,  and  how  often, 
Coercio  has  been  ufed  fince  your  lad  Ex- 
amination ? 

I believe  I could  not ; I will  endeavour 
to  do  it,  but  I have  no  Idea  that  I can. 

When  did  you  lad  ufe  Means  of  Coercion 
to  your  Patient  ? 


Either 
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Either  Saturday  or  Sunday,  I do  not  re- 
coiled which. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  dired,  or  in- 
dired,  Attempt  made  by  any  of  the  Phyfi- 
cians,  at  any  Time,  to  controul  or  influence 
you  with  refped  to  the  Account  to  be  given 
of  His  Majefty’s  Situation  ? 

I have  once  or  twice  refufed  to  fign  the 
Certificate,  thinking  His  Majefty  was  better 
than  the  Certificate  implied. 

Do  you  mean  that  you  did  not  fign  ? 

I perfifted  in  the  Refufal  till  it  was  altered, 
and  then  I did  fign  it;  but  latterly  I have 
fcarcely  read  it  over,  and  did  not  mind 
whether  it  was  exadlv  agreeable  to  my  Opi- 
nion or  not,  rather  than  have  any  Words. 

Did  you  in  the  Inflances  to  which  you  re- 
fer, differ  in  Opinion  from  all  the  other 
Phyficians  attending  ? 

The  Two  Phyficians  preient  I differed 
from  ; there  are  but  Two  attending  in  the 
Morning  to  fign  it,  except  my  Son. 

Do  you  mean  that  this  was  fuch  a Differ- 
ence of  Opinion  that  frequently  happens 
among  medical  Men  upon  the  State  of  the 
Patient  ? 


Very 
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Very  frequently;  but  more  likely  in  this 
Cafe,  where  the  other  Two  Phyficians  have 
fcarce  feen  a Patient  in  this  Way  for  an 
Hour  together  ; and  I have  attended  vari- 
ous Patients  in  the  fame  Houfe,  and  known 
the  Effedt  of  Method  and  Medicine  every. 
Hour. 

What  Means  did  you  ufe  to  perfuade  the 
Phyficians  to  alter  the  Account,  and  adopt 
your  Opinion  ? 

That  if  I had  a Patient  at  Home  that 
had  pafled  fo  many  Hours  in  fuch  a State,  I 
Ihould  conclude  that  Patient  was  better. 

Did  Dr.  Willis  ufe  any  other  Means  than 
Arguments  of  that  Kind ; d'd  he  hold  out 
any  Idea  of  pleafing,  or  difpleafing,  con- 
fiderable  Perfons  ? 

No,  none  at  all. 

t 

Are  you  fure,  that  on  Friday  laft,  the  2d 
of  January,  you  did  not  ufe  fuch  Arguments? 

I will  not  be  fure  that  I might  not  fay  the 
Alteration  that  was  fent  down  by  a certain 
Perfonage  was  not  worth  while  difputing, 
and  at  the  fame  Time  that  I thought  it 
nearer  the  Truth  ; for  Dr.  Warren  did  hold 
out,  that  he  fhould  think  no  Perfon  better, 
till  they  were  perfedlly  well,  under  fuch  an 

Indif- 
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Indifpofition.  I afked  the  Do£lor,  if  a Per- 
fon,  fo  indifpofed,  fliould  not  fay  one  fenfi- 
ble  Word  in  24  Hours,  and  the  next  24 
Hours  fay  but  one  Word,  that  he  would 
not  fay,  if  he  was  not  indifpofed,  whether  he 
■would  not  think  him  better  ; and  he  told 
me — No* 

When  you  anfwered  the  lafl:  Queftion  but 
one,  had  you  in  your  Memory  the  Circum- 
flance  you  have  mentioned  ? 

I had  not;  I do  not  know  that  I certainly 
did  fay  it ; but  I thought  it,  and  very  likely 
might  fay  it. 

Whether  thofe  Alterations  fent  down  by  a 
certain  Perfonage,  were,  or  were  not,  fug- 
gefted  by  you  ? 

They  certainly  were  not;  they  were 
brought  down  by  Two  Ladies. — The  Paper, 
as  fent  up,  was  concerted  among  the  Phyfi- 
cians  then  prefent;  was  carried  up,  I believe, 
by  General  Gordon,  and  was  returned  by 
the  Two  Ladies,  I believe. 

Do  you  recolle£t  whether  the  Alterations 
were  made  on  the  fame  Paper  on  which  the 
Account  was  drawn  up  by  the  Doftors,  or 
on  different  Paper  fent  down  ? 


As 
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As  well  as  I remember,  it  was  not  altered 
kt  all — but  propofed  by  the  Ladies  to  be  aL 
bred. — I believe  the  Alterations  were  not 
adopted — i am  not  fure  but  I think  not.— 
I believe  the  Account  went  to  St.  James’s 
in  the  fame  Form. — I really  do  not  charge 
my  Memory  with  it;  it  was  not  worth  whild 
for  me  to  remember. 

Whether  the  Converfation  you  ftate  to 
have  palled  between  you  and  Dr.  Warren, 
palfed  when  you  were  alone  or  before  Wifc- 
heffeS  ? 

Before  thofe  Ladies  and  the  Phyficiarii 
and  One  of  the  Surgeons,  I do  not  remem- 

i 

which,  and  my  own  Son. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  does  not  conceive 
the  Account  fent  to  St.  James’s  to  purport 
to  cohtain  the  true  and  exact  Opinion  of 
the  Phyficians  who  fign  it,  upon  the  State 
of  His  Majefty’s  Health  ? 

Yes ; as  well  as  Three  can  agree  in 
Opinion; 

Do  you  mean  to  fay,  that  you  figned  your 
Name  to  any  Statement  of  the  King's  Situa- 
tion to  which  you  do  not  agree  ? 

If  it  was  not  fo  favourable  as  I thought,  I 
figned  it,  rather  than  have  any  Difpute. 

D Then 
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Then,  in  Point  of  Fad,  have  you  figned 
Accounts  of  the  King’s  Health,  which  in 
your  own  Mind  and  Confcience  you  did  not 
believe  to  be  corred  3 

I believe  no  Three  Phyficians  ever  writ 
a Prefcription  for  a Patient  that  was  exadly 
conformable  to  each  of  their  Wifhes  3 

Whether  you  confider  the  Account  fent 
to  St.  James’s  as  a Prefcription,  or  as  a 
Statement  of  Fads  3 

As  a Statement  of  fads,  as  near  as  we 
could  agree. 

Do  you  mean  to  fay,  that  it  is  ufual  for 
Phyficians  to  fign  their  Names  to  Statements 
of  Fads,  which  they  were  not  fure  are  true 
and  corred,  for  the  Sake  of  Agreement  ? 

I have  been  told,  by  the  Phyficians  here, 
that  the  Opinion  of  One  fhould  give  way  to 
the  other  Two;  and  that  they  were  furprifed 
I fhould  hefitate  about  it. 

/ 

Do  you  mean  by  the  Phyficians  now  at** 
tending  His  Majefty  3 

Yes. 

% "*  • \ 

Name  the  Phyficians  from  whom  you  re- 
ceived that  Information  3 

Sir  Lucas  Pepys  and  Dr.  Warren. 


Arc 
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Are  the  Committee  to  underftand  that  the 
•Public  have  been,  in  any  Meafure,  deceived 
by  thofe  Accounts  fent  to  St.  James’s,  as  far 
as  the  Authority  of  Dr..  Willis’s  Name  was 
concerned  ? 

I have  done  my  utmoft  to  prevent  their 
being  deceived. 

*'  f 

What  do  you  mean  by  having  done  your 
utmoft? 

I argued  with  the  Phyficians  as  much  as  I 
could  for  other  Words  to  be  put  in,  but  in 
vain. 

% 0 . -4 

Do  you  recolledt  whether  the  Alteration, 
which  you  ftated  to  Dr.  Warren  not  to  be 
worth  difputing,  was  9 material  one  ? 

If  I had  thought  if.  worth  difputing,  I 
Ihould  have  thought  it  a material  one. 

Do  you  remember  what  the  Alteration 
was  ? 

I cannot  anfwer  that,  but  it  may  be 
known. 

Whether  you  have,  at  any  Time,  made 
any  Complaint  or  Proteft  to  any  Perfon  in 
Authority  about  the  King,  or  to  any  of  His 
Majefty’s  Minifters,  upon  the  Subjedt  of  the 
Accounts  fent  to  St.  James’s,  or  given  them 

Information 
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Information  that  fuch  Accounts  were  not  to 

' . • . 

be  depended  upon  as  corredt,  as  far  as  your 
Name  was  concerned  ? 

I do  not  remembei  any  Thing  at  all  about 
it. 

How  many  Hours  in  a Day  is  it  ufual  for 
you  to  be  in  perfonal  Attendance  on  His 
Majefty  ? 

I cannot  tell — Four  or  Six  Hours  perhaps, 

according  as  His  Majefty  is  employed. 

? ' 

\ 

Who  are  the  other  medical  Perfons  that 
are  ufually  in  conftant  Attendance  on  His 
Majefty  ? 

No  medical  Ferfon  fits  up  with  His  Ma- 
jefty— one  of  the  Pages,  and  one  of  my  Ser- 
vants, are  in  the  Room  with  Him  *,  and  in 
the  Anti-Room,  one  of  each,  who  change 
every  Two  Flours,  if  they  find  it  convenient, 

* ■ • j 

What  is  His  Majefty’s  State  this  Day  ? 

I have  not  feen  him  fince  the  Morning  j 
he  had  a very  good  Night,  and  was  Yefter^ 
day  berter  than  ever  I faw  him,  and  was 
calm  this  Morning, 


Po  you  mean  that  there  was  a greater  Ap- 
pearance of  rational  Interval  Ycfterday,  than 
j»t  any  other  Time  ? 

Yes. 


v 
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Was  there  lefs  Irritation  Yefterday  than 
before  ? 

A great  deal  lefs — he  read  and  attended  to 
reading  for  an  Hour  together. 

Do  you  now  confider  the  Irritation  to  have 
in  a great  Meafure  fubfided  ? 

He  is  (till  exceedingly  irritable. 

Whether  you  wrote  to  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  Yefterday,  any  Account  of  the 
King’s  State  ? 

T believe  I did  on  Monday. 

Whether  you  do  not  confider  the  fubfiding 
of  the  Irritation,  as  a necehary  Prelude  to 
Symptoms  of  Convalefcence  ? 

I do. — His  Majefty  is  not  now  fo  irritable 
as  He  was,  nor  does  the  Confequence  of  the 
Irritability  continue  a Tenth  Part  fo  long — • 
not  nearly  fo  irritable  as  at  the  Time  of  my 
laft  Examination. 

Withdrew. 
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Dodtor  RICHARD  WARREN  called 
in,  and  examined. 

Whether,  in  his  Opinion,  the  State  of 
His  Majefty’s  Health  does,  or  does  nor, 
continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render  His  Ma-/ 
jefty  incapable  either  of  coming  to  Parlia- 
ment, or  of  attending  to  Public  Bufinefs  ? 

Incapable. 

What  Hopes  does  Di.  Warren  now  enter- 
tain of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  ? 

My  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery 
(land  upon  the  fame  Foundation  as  they 
did  when  I was  examined  before,  excepting 
that  a little  more  Time  has  paffed,  which 
does  not  add  to  my  Hopes,  but  is  fo  lit- 
tle that  it  hardly  ought  to  fubtraft  from 
them. 

* ( -V 

Can  Dr.  Warren  now  form  any  Judg- 
ment, or  probable  Conjecture,  of  the  Time 
that  His  Majefty’s  Illnefs  is  likely  to  laft  ? 

No. 


Whether,  in  His  Majefty’s  Diforder, 
Dr.  Warren  fees  any  prefent  Signs  of  Con- 
valefcence  ? 

No. 


Whether 
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Whether  there  has  been  any  Ceftation  of 
the  King’s  Diforder  at  any  Time  fince  its 
Commencement  ? 

No,  as  far  as  I can  judge.  I vifit  His 
Majefty  every  other  Morning,  converfe  with 
Him  as  long  as  I think  it  neceffary,  and 
form  a Judgment  of  the  then  State  of 
His  Majefty  from  the  Knowledge  which  I 
, obtain  from  converfing  with  Him: — The 
reft  of  my  Knowledge  of  His  Majefty’s 
State  is  obtained  from  the  Information 
given  by  the  Phyfician  who  has  attended 
from  Four  o’Clock  in  the  Afternoon  till  the 
Time  I get  to  Kew,  and  from  Dr.  Willis 
and  his  Son,  and  from  the  Information  of 
Mr.  Charles  Hawkins,  Mr.  Keate,  Mr. 
Dundas,  and  Mr.  Battilcombe,  one  or  other 
of  whom  are  conftantly  in  the  Houfe  in 
Attendance.  From  the  Knowledge  thus  ac- 
quired, and  Information  thus  obtained,  I 
conclude  that  there  has  been  no  Ceftation  of 
His  Majefty’s  Complaint. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  thinks  that  the 
Information  he  gathers  from  thofe  Gentle- 
men is  material  to  the  forming  of  his  Judg- 
ment ? 

Thefe  Gentlemen  have  attended  his  Ma- 
jefty frorq  the  Beginning  of  His  Illnefs  till 

this 
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this  Minute,  were  about  Hirn  before  He 
was  ill,  and  are  perfectly  well  acquainted 
with  His  Majefty,  and  are  very  intelligent 
Perfons  ‘-From  thefe  Circumftances  I con- 
clude that  they  are  very  competent  Judges 
how  far  His  Majefty’s  prefent  State  deviates 
from  His  former* 

Do  you  confider  them  as  competent 
- Judges  of  the  Progrefs  of  His  Recovery  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  or  not  Dr.  Warren  has  under-s 
flood  from  Dr.  Willis,  or  others,  that 
His  Majefty  has  been  in  a rational  State  ? 

No.  ' 

Does  Dr.  Warren  know,  whether  the  Ma- 
jority of  thofe  who,  at  His  Majefty’s  Time 
of  Life,  have  been  afflidled  with  the  Dif- 
order  His  Majefty  labours  under,  have  re- 
covered ? 

I have  been  making  an  Enquiry  lately,  iii 
order  to  fatisfy  my  own  Curiofity  refpefting 
this  Queftion;  and  I believe  it  will  be  ft  ill 
Two  Days  before  I can  give  a fatisfaflory 
Anfwer. 

Where  are  you.  making  that  Enquiry  ? 

By  examining  the  Books  of  Bethlehem 
HofpitaJ. 


WThac 
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T • 4.  . 

What  Circumftances,  in  your  Judgment* 
\vould  conftitute  a Ceffation  of  his  Majefty’s 
Complaint,  as  contra-diftinguilhed  from  a 
Cure  ? 

My  Rule  of  judging  whether  a Perfon  in 
this  Situation  is  recovering,  is  as  follows 
If  the  Patient  recovers  his  Reafon,  or  be- 
comes himfelf  again,  only  for  an  Hour,  I 
pronounce  that  the  Complaint  has  ceafed, 
and  that  he  is  mending;  if  the  next  Day,  or 
any  Ihort  Time  afterwards,  the  Interval  be-  ' 
comes  Two  Hours,  I pronounce  him  better 5 
if  the  Interval  becomes  longer  and  longer,  I 
pronounce  him  advancing  in  his  Cure. 

What  Circumftances,  in  Dr*  Warren’s 
Judgment*  form  a Cure  ? 

The  Patient  remaining  perfectly  himfelf* 
without  any  Return  of  his  former  Com- 
plaint. 

If  the  Patient  appeared  to  be  perfe&ly 
himfelf,  for  a fmaller  Term  than  an  Hour, 
would  Dr.  Warren  confider  him  in  a State 
of  Amendment  ? 

Certainly  I fhould,  if  the  State  of  the  Pa- 
tient during  that  Time  could  be  accurately 
ascertained. 

1 

£ Whether 
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"Whether  thofe  Circumftances,  which  in 
your  Judgment  would  form  a Ceffation  ofHis 
Majefty’s  Complaint,  ought  to  be  confider- 
ed,  in  your  Judgment,  as  Signs  of  Conva- 
lefcence  ? 

Certainly. 

"Whether  the  Gentlemen  you  have  named* 
namely,  the  Phyficians,  Apothecaries*  and 
Surgeons,  are  Perfons  who,  in  your  Judg- 
ment, have  made  this  Branch  of  Phyfick 
their  particular  Study  ? 

I do  not  know  that  they  have. 

Withdrew. 

Doctor  WARREN  called  in  again,  and  de- 
fires  to  add  to  his  Anfwer  to  the  laft 
Queftion  but  Two,  thefe  Words  — “ But 
<c  if  the  Interval  does  not  increafe,  no 
{t  Strefs  rauft  be  laid  upon  it  at  all.” 

If  a Patient  in  His  Majefty’s  Diforder  did 
not  foon  recover  under  Dodor  Warren’s 
Care  (Dodor  Warren  receiving  his  Infor- 
mation, as  to  the  Fads  of  his  Patient’s  Cafe, 
from  Gentlemen  whom  he  did  not  know  to 
have  made  this  Branch  of  Medicine  their 
particular  Study)  would  not  Dodor  War- 
ren 
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ren  think  it  his  Duty  to  call  in  Perfons 
whom  he  did  know  to  have  made  this  Branch 
of  Medicine  their  particular  Study  ? 

No,  not  on  that  Account.  Dodor  War- 
ren, and  all  other  Phyficians,  are  obliged  to 
receive  their  Accounts  of  Facts  from  Nurfes, 
and  other  unfcientific  Perfons ; and  if  they 
are  People  of  common  Senfe,  they  are  able, 
to  give  a very  good  Account  of  Fads  •,  from  . 
the  Fads  as  related  by  them,  the  Phyfician 
muft  form  his  Judgment,  affifted  by  the 
Knowledge  which  he  acquires  by  vifiting 
and  examining  the  Patient  himfelf. 

Whether,  in  point  of  Fad,  where  Perfons 
in  the  Diforder  under  which  His  Majefly 
labours,  have  not  foon  recovered /under 
Dodor  Warren’s  foie  Care,  he  has  not  al- 
ways, or  generally,  called  in  Perfons  who 
made  this  Branch  of  Medicine  their  parti- 
cular Study? 

Yes,  if  the  Patients  could  afford  it. 

% 

Whether,  in  Cafes  where  the  Patients 
could  afford  it,  Dodor  Warren  has  not 
oftener  left  the  Patients  to  the  Care  of  Per- 
fons who  have  made  this  Branch  of  Medi- 
cine their  particular  Study,  than  he  has  at- 
tended in  Conjundion  or  Confultation  with 

£ 2 fucb 
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* ... 

fuch  Perfons,  if  they  have  not  foon  reco- 
vered under  his  foie  Care  ? 

Yes,  oftener. 

Whether,  as  Doctor  Warren  has  anfwered 
the  lalt  Queftion  affirmatively,  he  has  not 
been  determined  fo  to  adt,  by  a Convidtion 
that,  where  the  Circumftances  of  a Patient 
would  admit  of  that  Mode  of  Treatment, 
that  fuch  Mode  of  Treatment  was  the  bell 
which  his  confcientious  Judgment  could 
didlate  ? 

This  Mode  of  Treatment  has  often  arifen 
from  Neceffity,  as  it  was  requifite,  for  the 
Good  of  the  Patient,  that  he  ffiould  be  re- 
moved to  a Diftance  from  Town,  where  it 
was  impoffible  for  Doctor  Warren  to  attend 
with  Regularity,  confident  with  his  ufual 
Bufinefs  : This  Removal  was  neceffary  for 
the  Sake  of  Quiet  and  other  Conveniencies, 
which  the  Patient  could  not  have  in  Town; 
fometimes  from  the  Neceffity  of  Coercion, 
which  Dodtor  Warren  has  no  Means  of  ap- 
plying j fometimes  for  the  Sake  of  particular 
Nurfes  and  Keepers,  which  Dr.  Warren  does 
not  furnilh  ; and  from  that  Diffidence  which 
Dr.  Warren  ought  always  to  have  in  himfelf 
when  his  Patients  do  not  recover  as  foon  as 
pan  reafonably  be  expedted. 

Has 
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Has  that  Diffidence  led  Dr.  Warren  tci 
place  Patients,  who  have  not  Toon  recovered, 
under  the  Care  of  Perfons  who  have  made 
this  Branch  of  Medicine  their  particular 
Study  ? 

Sometimes. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  mean  to  fay,  that  Per- 
fons who  have  made  this  Branch  of  Medn 
cine  their  particular  Study,  and  who  fol- 
low that  Branch  of  Medicine  principally, 
are  not  better  Judges  of  the  Diforder,  bun 
have  only  better  Conveniences  for  the  Ma- 
nagement of  Perfons  labouring  under  it, 
than  Phyficiang  who  practife  Medicine  gene- 
rally, without  paticular  Application  to  this 
Branch  of  it  ? 

Provided  their  Parts  and  intellectual 
Powers  are  equal  to  their  Bufinefs,  they  will 
become  more  expert  in  the  curing  of  this 
Complaint  than  other  Phyficians ; other- 
wife  they  will  deferve  no  Preference  but  for 
the  Conveniences  they  provide  for  their 
Patients. 

Whether  the  fame  would  not  be  the  Cafe 
with  Phyficians  who  have  not  made  that. 
Branch  o t Medicine  their  particular  Study, 

if 
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if  their  Parts  and  intelleftual  Powers  are  not 
equal  to  their  Bufinefs  ? 

Certainly. 

' " * ' " ' * j 

Whether,  if  Nine  Perfons  out  of  Ten, 
placed  under  the  Care  of  a Perfon  who  had 
made  this  Branch  of  Medicine  his  particular 
Study,  had  recovered,  if  they  were  placed 
under  his  Care  within  Three  Months  after 
they  had  begun  to  be  afflifted  with  the  Dif- 
order,  Doftor  Warren  would  not  deem  foch 
Perfon,  either  very  fkilful  or  very  fuccefs^ 
ful? 

If  he  was  a fenfible  Man  I fhould  deem 
him  fkilful,  if  he  was  not,  I fhould  deem 
him  fuccefsful; 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  not  underftood 
from  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  that  fince  his  former 
Examination,  he  thinks  his  Majefty  more 
likely  to  recover,  than  he  did  at  the  Time 
of  that  Examination  ? 

There  was  one  Evening,  lefs  than  a Fort- 
night fince,  that  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  faid,  he 
obferved  His  Majefty  talked  more  like  a 
reafonable  Man  ; but  this  Appearance  was 
fo  totally  gone  a few  Hours  afterwards,  that 

I had 
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I had  no  doubt  of  its  being  a Mifapprehen- 
fion  in  Sir  Lucas,  arifmg  from  his  Zeal. 

Has  Dr.  Warren  any  reafon  to  believe, 
that  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  is  (till  under  what  Dr. 
Warren  calls  a Mifapprehenfion  in  this 
Refpe<5l  ? 

I do  not  know  what  Sir  Lucas  now  thinks 
of  his  Opinion  of  that  Night  j but  his  Opi- 
nion Yefterday,  when  we  were  together  at 
Lew,  was,  that  His  Majefty  was  no  better. 


Has  Dr.  Warren  communicated  to  Sir 
Lucas  Pepys,  his  Realons  for  thinking  the 
Opinion  of  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  a Mifapprehen- 
fion ? 

I do  not  know  whether  I gave  him  any 
formal  Reafons  on  the  Subjeft,  but  I know 
that  I expreffed  my  Doubts  about  it. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  not  underftood 
from  Dr.  Willis,  that  he  was  more  confirm- 
ed lately,  in  his  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 
Recovery,  than  he  was  at  the  Time  of  his 
former  Examination  before  the  Committee  ? 

Dr.  Willis  fpoke  very  fanguinely  of  a 
fpeedy  Cure,  foon  after  the  Time  of  his  for- 
mer Examination;  he  has  held  the  fame 
Language  ever  fince,  but  fpoke  in  ftronger 

' rp 
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Terms  of  Amendment  being  actually  oii* 
tained  laft  Week,  than  at  any  other  Time. 

b 

Has  Dr.  Warren  ever  heard  from  Mr., 
Hawkins,  Mr.  Keate,  Mr.  Dundas,  and  Mr. 
Battifcombe,  that  His  Majefty  is  in  a State 
of  aftual  Amendment  as  to  intellect  3 and 
that  the  Probability  of  His  Recovery  is 
greater  now  than  at  the  Time  Dr.  Warren 
was  lad;  examined  ? 

No. 

1 i 

Has  Dr.  Warren  underftood,  on  the  con- 
trary, from  any  or  all  of  thefe  Gentlemen, 
that  His  Majefty  is  not  in  an  acftual  State 
of  Amendment  as  to  Intellect;  and  that  the 
Probability  of  His  Recovery  is  not  greater 
now  than  at  the  Time  Dr.  Warren  was  laft 
examined  ? 

From  fome  of  them  I have  heard  that  His 
Majefty  is  not  in  a State  of  Amendment; 
but  I have  not  talked  to  them  upon  the  Pro- 
bability of  Cure,  my  Difcourfe  with  them 
being  chiefly  confined  to  Faffs. 

A 

Has  Dr.  Warren  ever  heard  from  any  of 
thefe  Gentlemen,  that  there  has  at  any  Time 
been  any  Return  of  Reafon  in  his  Majefty 
fince  the  Commencement  of  his  Diforderi? 
No. 

Ha3 


Jl  4i  ] 

Has  Dr.  Warren  known  any  Inftance  of 
any  Phyfician,  or  other  Perfon  attending  on 
His  Majefty,  fending  any  written  Account  of 
His  Majefty’s  Situation,  ftating  His  Majefty 
to  have  been  in  a calm  and  mended  State,  at 
a Time  when  he  (Dr.  Warren)  had  reafon 
to  know  that  His  Majefty’s  Situation  and 
State  were  the  Reverfe  ? 

Dr.  Willis  has  written  Letters  to  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  exprefling  His  Majefty  to 
be  much  better  than  I apprehended  His  Ma- 
jefty to  be  at  that  Time,  declaring  Progrefs 
in  cure  that  I could  not  difeover. 

Has  Dr.  Warren  had  any  Difcourfe,  or 
Difference  of  Opinion,  with  Dr.,  Willis,  re- 
fpefting  any  other  Letter,  of  the  fame  De- 
feription,  to  any  other  Perfon  ? 

I was  informed  that  Dr.  Willis  wrote  fuch 
a Letter,  at  Twelve  o’Clock  at  Night,  the 
Day  of  the  Debate  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons j I fpoke  to  Dr.  Willis  on  the  Subject 
of  this  Letter  the  next  Morning,  and  told 
him  that  he  did  wrong  to  write  fuch  an  Ac- 
count, when  it  was  not  true  : I afterwards 
enquired,  and  could  not  find  that  the  Docftor 
had  written  fuch  a Letter,  and  told  him  that 
I had  done  him  an  Injury  in  charging  him 
with  ir,  as  I could  not  prove  it. 
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Does  Dr.  Warren  recoiled  to  whom  that 
Letter  was  fuppofed  to  bo  written  ? 

The  Report  was,  that  it  was  written  to 
Mr.  Pitt.. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recoiled  from  whom 
he  received  that  Information  ? 

There  was  a Report  current  throughout 
the  Town  that  Mr.  Pitt  had  read  fuch  a 
Letter  at  White’s,  at  Five  o’Clock  in  the 
Morning. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recoiled  only  the  cur- 
rent Report,  but  not  any  particular  Perfon 
from  whom  he  heard  it  ? 

Indeed  I cannot  recoiled  any  particular 
Perfon. 

t 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recoiled  what  was  Fated 
to  be  the  SubFance  of  that  fuppofed  Letter  ? 

In  general  Terms,  that  His  Majefty  was 
greatly  better,  and  was  liekly  to  be  fpeedily 
well. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  recoiled  in  what  Terms 
he  Fated  to  Dr.  Willis  his  Difapprobation  of 
his  writing  fuch  a Letter,  or  the  SubFance 
of  them  ? 


I 


That 


✓ 
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That,  as  His  Majefty  was  remarkably  bad, 
and  under  Coercion  that  Ni£ht,  he  could 
confider  it  only  as  a political  Letter,  which 
he  thought  wrong  from  a Phyfician. 

When  did  Dr.  Warren  tell  Dr.  Willis, 
that  he  had  done  him  an  Injury  in  charging 
him  with  having  written  fuch  a Letter  ? 

To  the  belt  of  my  Recollection,  it  was 
the  next  Time  of  my  going  to  Kew  after  I 
had  charged  him  with  writing  it,  which,  if 
fo,  mult  have  been  the  Second  Day  after  the 
Charge. 

Had  Dr.  Warren  then  had  an  Opportunity 
of  feeing  the  original  Letters  written  to  Mr. 
Pitt  on  the  Day  of  the  Debate  to.  which  he 
alluded,  and  on  the  following  Day  ? 

I had  feen  a Letter,  written,  as  I thought, 
by  Dr.  Willis’s  Son,  dated  at  Half  an  Hour 
after  Five  in  the  Afternoon  of  the  Day  of 
the  Debate — I do  not  know  whether  I faw  a 
Letter  written  the  Day  after  or  not. I be- 

lieve I might  have  done  fo  if  I pleafed. 

Whether  the  Letter  which  Dr.  Warren  did 
fee,  did  contain  a juft  Defcription  of  His 
Majefty’s  Situation,  according  to  Dr.  War- 
ren’s Opinion? 
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When  I came  to  Kew  the  Morning  follow- 
ing,  I was  informed  by  Dr.  Willis  that  His 
Majefty  had  had  a violent  Paroxyfm  that 
Night,  which  came  on  at  Seven  o’Clock  the 
Evening  preceding ; but  how  His  Majefty 

exactly  was  at  Half  an  Hour  after  Five,  I do 

. 

not  know. 

Whether  the  Letter,  dated  at  Half  an  Hour 
after  Five,  gave  a favourable  Account  of  His 
Majefty?  , 

To  the  beft  of  my  Recollection  it  con- 
tained a favourable  Account. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  had  any  Information 
given  him  of  the  Time  when  this  Letter  was 
received  ? 

I do  not  remember  that  I had. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  underftand,  from  any  of 
the  other  Attendants  on  His  Majefty,  that 
His  Majefty  had  been,  in  any  Part  of  that 
Day,  in  a particular  amended  State? 

No. 

Did  Dr.  Willis  make  any  Reply,  when 
Dr.  Warren  told  him  he  had  done  wrong  to 
write  fuch  a Letter,  when  it  was  not  true  ? 

D r* 
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Dr.  Willis,  by  his  Behaviour,  appeared  to 
me  at  that  Time  to  own  it. 

Why  Dr.  Warren  thought  it  neceflary  to 
acknowledge  afterwards  to  Dr.  Willis  that  he 
had  done  him  an  Injury  ? 

Becaufe  Dr.  Willis  complained  that  I had 
charged  him  with  a Faft  that  was  not  true. — 

I made  all  the  Enquiry  I could  to  find  out 
the  Truth,  and  difcovered  that  a Letter  had 
been  written  at  Half  an  Hour  after  Five,  but 
could  not  difcover  that  a Letter  had  been 
written  at  Twelve  at  Night,  and  confe- 
quently  concluded  that  there  had  been  an 
Error  with  refped  to  the  Time ; and  there- 
fore that  I had  done  him  wrong  in  charging  , 
him  with  writing  it  at  Twelve,  and  took  the 
firft  Opportunity  of  retracting  what  I had 
faid. 

- What  Enquiry  did  Dr.  Warren  make,  in 
order  to  find  out  the  Truth  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  informed  me  of  Dr. 
Willis’s-Complaint,  and  faid  he  would  write 
to  Mr.  Pitt  for  all  the  Letters  he  had  re- 
ceived from  Dr.  Willis  on  that  Day  ; Mr. 
Pitt  fent  them,  and  the  Chancellor  fhewed 
them  to  me. 
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Did  Dr.  Warren  fee  Mr.  Pitt’s  Anfwer  to 
the  Chancellor  ? 

Yes. . 

0 

Does  Dr.  Warren  underftand,  upon  Re- 
collection, that  the  Circumftances  which  fa- 
tisfied  him  that  the  Letter  had  not  been 
written  as  fuppofed,  were  produced  in  Confe- 
quence  of  his  Enquiry,  or  of  an  Enquiry 
made  in  his  Name,  orin  Confequence  of  Dr. 
Willis’s  Reprefentation  on  his  Uneafinefs 
upon  what  had  paffed  with  Dr.  Warren  ? 

I fuppofe  the  Letters  were  produced  in 
Confequence  of  my  Wilh  to  afcertain  the 
Truth. 

When  Complaint  was  made  to  Dr.  War- 
ren, on  the  Part  of  Dr.  Willis,  did  Dr. 
Warren  make  any  Enquiry  into  the  Truth  of 
the  FaT  of  thofe  Perfons  from  whom  he  re- 
ceived the  Information  that  fuch  Faft 

W'  . , 

exifted  ? 

The  Chancellor  faid,  the  only  Way  to  find 
theTruth,  was  to  fend  to  Mr.  Pitt  for  the 
Letters. — I do  not  know  of  whom  I received 
the  Information. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  ever  faw  any  Paper, 
purporting  to  be  a Copy  of  this  Letter  fup- 
pofed 
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pofed  to  be  written  at  Twelve  o’Clock  at 
Night,  and  if  he  did,  by  whom  the  fame  was 
fhewn  to  him  ? 

I do  not  recoiled  that  I ever  faw  a Paper, 
purporting  to  be  a Copy  of  it. 

Can  Dr.  Warren  take  upon  himfel'f  to  fay, 
that  he  never  did  fee  any  Paper,  purporting 
to  be  a Copy  of  the  Letter  fuppofed  to  be 
written  at  Twelve  o’Clock  at  Night  ? 

No,  Ido  not  recoiled  that  I did. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  ever  hear  any  Perfon, 
whofe  Name  he  could  mention,  fay  that  he 
had  a Copy  of  a Letter  fuppofed  to  be 
written  by  Dr.  Willis  to  Mr.  Pitt,  at  Twelve' 
o’Clock  that  Night  ? 

No.. 

Dr.  Warren  having  Laid,  that  a Letter  of 
Dr.  Willis’s  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  con- 
tained a more  favourable  Account  than  he 
thought  His  Majefty’s  Situation  juftified, 
does  Dr.  Warren  mean  to  fay,  that  fuch  Let- 
ter contained  a more  favourable  Account 
than  Dr.  Willis'believed  to  be  true  ? 

It  is  impoflible  for  me  to  fay  what  Dr. 
Willis  believes. 


Dr. 
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Dr.  Warren  having  faid,  that  in  a Cafe 
where  Nine  out  of  Ten  Patients  placed  un- 
der the  Care  of  a Phyfician,  who  has  applied 
himfelf  to  a particular  Branch  of  Medicine, 
within  Three  Months  from  the  Commence- 
ment of  their  Diforder,  have  been  cured,  he 
fhould  deem  fuch  Phyficia’n  fkilful,  if  he  was 
a fenfible  Man,  and  if  not,  fhould  think  him 
only  fuccefsful ; whether,  if  fuch  Succefs  had 
attended  that  Phyfician’s  Practice  for  Twen- 
ty-eight Years,  he  fhould  afcribe  it  to  good 
Fortune  only  ? 

There  is  no  other  Way  of  judging  but  by 
Succefs ; yet  it  does  not  follow,  that  that 
Judgment  is  right ; it  can  never  be  fuppofed, 
that  an  ignorant  Man  has  Knowledge,  or 
that  a Man  who  has  no  Rule  to  go  by  can 
ad  Syftematically,  be  his  Succefs  what  it 
will. 

Whether,  in  order  to  induce  Dr.  Warren 
to  believe,  that,  for  Twenty-feven  Years, 
Nine  Perfons  out  of  Ten  had  been  cured,  he 
would  not  require  fome  other  Evidence  than 
the  AfTertions  of  the  Man  pretending  to  have 
performed  fuch  Cures? 

I certainly  fhould. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  dired  or  in- 
dited Attempt  made  by  any  of  the  Phyfi- 

cians. 
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clans,  at  any  Time,  to  controul  or  influence 
you  with  refped  to  the  Account  to  be  given 
of  H;s  Majefty*j>  Situation  ? 

Dr.  Willis,  on  Friday  lift,  made  a very  un- 
warrantable Ufe  of  the  Name  of  a Great 
Perfon  j I call  it  unwarrantable,  becaufe  I 
cannot  believe  that  he  could  have  Authority 
to  ufe  it  to  influence  me,  while  the  Report  to 
be  fent  to  St.  James’s  was  compofmg. 

Will  Dr.  Warren  relate  the  Circumftances 
of  that  Tranfadion  ? 

The  Report  propofed  to  be  fent  was 
written  thus ' “ His  Majefty  paffed  Teller- 
“ quietly,  has  had  a very  good  Night, 

‘ and  is  calm  this  Morning.”  Dr.  Willis 
deflred  that  fome  Exprefllori  might  be  made 
ufe  of,  indicating  that  His  Majefly  was  ad- 
vanced fince  the  Day  before  in  His  Cure-,  I 
objeded  to  this,  becaufe  I had  ample  Reafon, 
from  my  Convention  with  His  Majefly, 
and  from  the  Information  which  I had  re- 
ceived from  Mr.  Charics  Hawkins,  to  think 
the  contrary  true— Dr.  Willis  then  faid,  “a 

certain  Great  Pci  fon  w ill  not  fulfer  it  to  go 
**  and  it  will  fail  upon  you.” 

Are  you  fure  you  are  co  red  in  thofe 
Words  ? 

I believe  I am ; I took  the  Words  down  as 
foon  as  I came  home— Dr.  Reynolds  was 

G prefenc 
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prefent  when  the  Words  were  fpoken. — I 

made  no  Obfervation  to  Dr.  Willis  on  thofe 

' # 

Words;  but,  after  talking  with  him  a little 
more  on  the  Subjei^  of  His  Majefty,  com* 
pofed,  together  with  Dr.  Reynolds,  the  fol- 
following  Report : — “ His  Majefty  palled 
{C  Yefterday  much  in  the  fame  Manner  as 
“ He  did  the  Day  before;  has  had  a very 
“ good  Night ; and  is  this  Morning  as  Fie 
*'  was  Yefterday.”  Dr.  Reynolds,  Dr. 
Willis,  and  Dr.  Warren,  figned  this  Report ; 
it  was  lent  up  Stairs,  and  was  returned,  with 
an  Order  to  change  the  Words,  “as  He 
“ was  Yefterday,”  into  “ continues  to 
“ mend.” — Doftor  Warren  defired  the 
Honour  of  an  Audience  ; and,  upon  ftating 
his  Reafons  why  no  Amendment  had  taken 
place,  the  Words,  “ continues  to  mend,” 
were  given  up;  and  the  Sentence,  “ is  this 
<c  Morning  in  a comfortable  Way,”  was 
fubftituted  in  their  Place.  . 

When  Dr.  Willis  ufed  thefe  Expreffions, 
fC  a certain  G eat  Perfon  will  not  fuffer  it  to 
“ go  fo,  and  it  will  fall  upon  you-,”  whether 
D . Warren  unberftood  thofe  Words  to  con* 
vey  tohim,  that  a Perfeverance  in  his  Opinion 
would  draw  upon  him  the  Drfpleafure  of  the 
Great  Perfon  alluded  to? 

I was  clear  that  Dr.  Willis  meant  I ftiould 
think  fo. 
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"Whether  the  Fear  of  the  Difpleafure  of 
of  that  Great  Perfon  would,  or  would  not, 
be  a powerful  Motive  of  Aftion  with  Dr. 
Warren,  in  any  Cafe  where  his  Confcience 
and  Honour  did  not  prevent  him  paying  At- 
tention to  fuch  a Motive  ? 

It  mod  certainly  would. 

.Were  the  Words  Dr.  Warren  dated  to 
have  been  given  up  immediately  after  his 
dating  his  Obje&ions  ? 

After  I had  dated  my  Obje&ions,  and 
fupported  them  with  feveral  Arguments,  the 
Words  were  given  up;  and  upon  my  faying, 
“ That  though  His  Majedy  was  not  mended 
ft  fin  ce  Yederday,  yet  that  He  was  in  a cora- 
“ fortable  Way  this  Morning,  which  I 
tc  hoped  tended  to  a Cure,”  the  Word 
<£  Comfortable”  was  immediately  adopted. 

Whether,  upon  Dr.  Warren’s  dating, 
that  he  objected  to  thofe  Words,  they  were 
immediately  given  up  ? or.  Whether  there 
was  any  Inclination  fhewn  to  induce  Dr. 
Warren  to  fign  the  altered  Report,  after  he 
had  dated  that  he  obje&ed  to  the  Al- 
teration ? 

There  was  no  Inclination  fhewn  to  give  up 
the  Words,  till  the  Word  Comfortable” 
had  been  ufed. 

G 2 Quedion 
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Queftion  repeated. 

After  my  Arguments  had  been  repeated, 
and  feem  to  be  underftood,  and  I had  added, 
that  I had  received  Information  from  One  of 
His  Majefty’s  Attendants,  of  the  State  of  His 
Majefty’s  Health  that  Morning,  the  Words 
were  given  up. 

Whether  there  was  any  Period,  after  the 
Witnefs  had  declared  that  he  objected  to  the 
Alteration,  in  which  an  Inclination  was 
Ihewn  to  induce  him  to  fign  it  ? 

Till  I was  completely  underftood. 

Does  the  Witnefs  mean,  by  being  com-, 
pletely  underftood,  till  it  was  underftood  that 
he  objected,  or  till  the  Arguments  upon 
which  he  founded  his  Objections  were  com- 
pletely undei  ftood  ? 

Till  the  Arguments  upon  which  I founded 
my  Objections  were  completely  underftood. 

Is  the  Committee  to  underftand  then, 
that,  during  that  Period  in  which  it  was  un- 
dereftood  that  Dr.  Warren  objected,  but  the 
Arguments  upon  which  he  objected  were  not 
underftood,  an  Inclination  was  ftill  fhewn  to 
induce  him  to  fign  the  altered  Report  ? 

The  Great  Perfon  feemed  to  be  fo  ftrongly 
perfuaded  that  there  was  a real  Amendment 

that 
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that  Morning,  that  it  was  neceflary  to  pro- 
duce feveral  Arguments  to  convince  that 
Perfon  of  the  contrary  j until  that  Conviction 
was  obtained,  there  appeared  an  Expectation 
that  I fhould  adopt  the  Words  “ Continues 
to  mend.” 

» 

Is  the  Committee  to  underhand,  t'.-.t  that 
Expectation  continued  to  appear  after  Dr. 
W.irren  had  dated  that  he  objected  to  the 
Alteration  ? 

In  the  Interval  afcer  dating  that  I objected, 
and  before  the  Arguments  had  been  dated, 
that  Expectation  appeared  to  continue. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  did,  or  did  not,  pe- 
remptorily refufe  to  fign  the  altered  Report? 

No ; — [hat  Great  Perfon  adopted  the 
Word  “ Comfortable,”  and  I immediately 
retired  to  put  it  into  the  Report. 

Whether,  fubfequently  to  this  Audience, 
any  Thing  palled  relative  to  this  Trans- 
action ? 

Yes-,— Lady  Harcourt,  and  Lady  Char- 
lotte hinch,  followed  me  down  Stairs,  and 
inquired  of  me,  who  the  Perfon  was  from 
whom  I had  my  Informatian  relative  to  His 
M tjedy’s  Health  that  Morning  ? I anlwered, 
from  Mr.  Charles  Hawkins.  When  Mr. 
Charles  Hawkins  appeared,  he  was  afked  bv 

the 
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the  Two  Ladies  what  he  had  faid  to  me  that 
Morning  refpe&ing  His  Majedy’s  Health  ? 
He  gave  them  an  Account,  and  they  retired. 
The  next  Time  that  I went  down  to  Kew  I 
was  treated  with  Marks  of  Attention  and 

i 

Refpeft  that  I had  not  received  for  fome 
Time  before. 

f r • 

+ * * ’ . *•  * ' ' ; 

+**  • - * ' + *• 

What  was  the  Line  of  Argument  employ- 
ed by  Dr.  Warren,  in  order  to  convince  the 
Great  Perfon  of  whom  he  has  fpoken,  that 
in  the  King’s  Situation  that  Morning  there 
was  no  real  Amendment  ? 

Firft  of  all  I mentioned  the  Rule  by  which 
I judged  of  the  Health  of  Perfons  in  His 
Majedy’s  Situation,  and  which  I have  given 
in  the  former  Part  of  this  Examination.  I 
then  drew  an  Argument  from  the  Converfa- 
tion  I had  had  with  His  Majedy,  without 
mentioning  the  Particulars  of  it.  I then  ob- 
ferved  His  Majedy  had  often  been  in  the 
fame  State  without  its  remaining  many 
Hours  (which  turned  out  to  be  the  Cafe  on 
that  Day),  I then  brought  another  Argu- 
ment from  the  Information  I had  received 
from  Mr.  Hawkins. 


Withdrew. 
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Jovis , 8°  die  Januarii  1789. 

Sir  LUCAS  PEPYS  again  called  in, 
and  examined. 

DID  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  ever  endeavour  to 
induce  Dr.  Willis  to  fign  any  Report 
fent  to  St.  James’s,  refpeding  the  King’s 
Health,  which  Report  Dr.  Willis  affirmed 
to  be  contrary  to  the  true  State  of  the  King’s 
Situation  ? 

The  only  Converfation  which  appeared  at 
all  like  Altercation,  refpeding  the  Account 
fent  to  St.  James’s,  was.  Whether  the  Words 
“ very  good  Night,”  inftead  of  “ good 
ic  Night,”  ffiould  be  put  in. 

Did  you  ever  tell  Dr.  Willis  that  it  was 
ufual  for  Fhyficians  to  fign  their  Names  to 
Statements  of  Fads,  which  they  are  not 
fure  are  true  and  corred,  for  the  Sake  of 
Agreement  ? 

Certainly  never; — but  upon  fuch  Trifles 
as  above  mentioned,  I dated  that  it  was  the 
ufual  Cudom,  when  Two  out  of  Three  were 
of  the  fame  Opinion,  fur  the  Third  to  ac- 
quiefce. 

Does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  mean,  that  that 
Opinion  of  his  was  confined  to  fuch  Trifles 

as 


as  related  to  the  wording  of  nearly  the  fame 
Opinion? 

At  that  Time  it  related  merely  to  thofe 
Words  ; and  though  I underftand  Differ- 
ences of  Opinion  have  arifen  about  wording 
the  Account  fent  to  St.  James's,  yet  when 
I have  been  prefent  none  have  arifen. 

Did  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  ever  inform  Dr. 
Willis,  that  the  Opinion  or  Medical  Judg- 
ment, connected  with  any  Statement  of  Fad 
of  One  Phyfician,  fhould  give  way  to  the 
other  Two,  and  that  he  was  furprized  that 
Dr.  Willis  fhould  hefitate  about  it  ? 

Unlefs  the  Word  “ very'  above  mention- 
ed, may  be  confidered  as  conneded  with  a 
Medical  Fad,  1 know  of  no  other  Converfa- 
tion  upon  the  Subjed. 

Did  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  on  that  Occafion 
employ  any  vehement  Perfuafion,  fo  as  to 
bring  on  Words  or  Altercation  with  Dr. 
Willis,  fo  as  to  induce  Dr.  Willis  to  fign 
fuch  Reports  againft  his  Judgment,  in  order 
to  avoid  fuch  Altercation  ? 

I was  writing  during  the  whole  Time;  and 
fo  far  from  ufing  vehement  Words,  I advifed 
him,  in  the  quieted  Manner,  to  avoid  all 
Altercation  about  Trifles;  and,  though  Sir 

* George 
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George  Baker  and  I were  Two  Opinions 
againft  One,  finding  Dr.  Willis  was  anxious 
to  retain  the  Word  ‘c  very,”  Sir  George 
Baker  gave  tip  the  Point,  and?  the  Report 

went  as  Dr.  Willis  had  defired  it. 

\ 

Whether  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  does  not  hold 
himfelf  refponfible  in  his  Char  after  to  the 
Public,  for  the  Truth  of  the  Report  fent  to 
St.  James’s,  to  which  he  figns  his  Name? 

Certainly  not  for  the  whole  Truth}  as  we 
confidered  it  as  unneceffary  to  wound  the 
Feelings  of  Her  Majefty  and  the  reft  of  the 
Family,  by  faying  more  than  was  ablolutely 
neceflary. 

.1 

Whether  you  do  not  hold  yourfelf  bound 
to  fetyour  Name  to  no  Account  which  con- 
tains any  Thing  which  you  think  not  true  ? 

I certainly  do.- 

Whether,  if  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  happened  to 
be  of  Opinion,  upon  any  Morning,  that  the 
Words  ei  continues  to  mend,”  would  be  an 
apt  Defcription  of  His  Majefty’s  Cafe,  and 
Dr.  Warren  ahd  Sir  Geo.  Baker  fhould  think 
the  Words  “ His  Majefty  is  in  a comfortable 
<c  Way  5 more  proper,  intimating  at  the  fame 
Time,  that  they  hoped  that  that  had  a Ten- 
**  dency 
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dency  to  a Cure,  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  would  think 
he  adted  unwarrantably  in  giving  up  the 
Words  “ continues  to  mend,”  and  agreeing 
to  the  Words  ufed  by  the  other  Two  Phyfi- 
cians,  namely,  “ His  Majefty  is  in  a com- 
“ fortable  Way,”  thofe  Words  being  fo  ex- 
plained as  to  their  Tendency  ? 

It  is  impoflible  chat  thofe  Words,  f<  com- 
**  fortable  Way,”  and, ce  continues  to  mend,” 
could  have  the  fame  Tendency,  and  be  of  the 
fame  import. 

♦ 

Whether,  if  Dr.  Warren  had  ufed  thofe 
Words,  “ His  Majefty  is  in  a comfortable 
“ Way  this  Morning,  which  I hope  tends  to 
“ a Cure,”  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  would  have 
thought  he  adted  unwarrantably  in  ufing  thofe 
Words  in  Conjudtion  with  the  other  Phyfi- 
cians,  fo  explaining  in  Fact  their  Senfe  of 
them  ? 

I Ihould  have  thought  I had  adted  unwar- 
rantably  in  figning  my  Name  to  fuch  an  Ex- 
planation, which  could  never  be  an  Explana- 
tion of  “ continues  to  mend.” 

Was  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  of  Opinion,  the  Day 
before  Yefterday,  that  he  ought  to  have  no 
better  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  than 
he  had  when  he  was  formerly  examined  here? 

I ftated 


I dated  Yederday,  that  the  Hopes  of  Re- 
covery mud  be  dill  on  the  fame  Ground 
upon  which  I had  dated  them  to  be  at  the 
former  Examination  $ for,  though  I faw  oc- 
casionally Abatement  of  Symptoms,  I faw 

no  Symptoms  of  approaching  Convalef- 
cence. 

Does  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  continue  to  think 
this  Morning  as  he  did  Yederday,  that,  all 
the  Circumdances  of  His  Majedy’s  Cafe 
being  duly  attended  to,  he  can  conclude 
with  more  Certainty  that  His  Majedy  will 
recover,  than  he  could  when  he  was  exa- 
mined before  the  former  Committee  ? 

*1  hough  the  Hopes  of  Recovery  mud  have 
been  the  fame,  yet,  from  the  Confideration 
of  the  Abatement  of  Symptoms,  I continue 
in  the  Opinion  that  I was  Yederday,  that  I 
can  fpeak  with  more  Certainty  of  the 
Profpedt  of  His  Majedy’s  Recovery. 

Whether,  if  there  has  been  any  Error  or 
Imperfedtion  in  the  Accounts  fent  to  Sr. 
James  s,  Sir  Lucas  Pegys  conceives  it  to 
have  confided  in  reprefenting  His  Majedy’s 
State  to  be  worfe  than  it  is  ? 

Diredtly  the  contrary.- — I have  always  en- 
deavoured to  reprefent  His  Majedy’s  Situa- 
tion in  the  mod  favourable  Light. 

H 2 


Whether 
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Whether  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  confiders  it  to 
be  his  Duty  to  take  Care,  as  far  as  depends 
on  him,  that  the  Report  fent  to  Sc.  James’s 
fhali  convey  Inch  an  Account  as  may  not 
tena  to  mifl.ad  the  Public,  refpedling  the 
State  of  His  Mijefty’s  Health  ? 

Till  after  the  Examination  before  the 
Privy  Council,  every  Account  was  pur- 
pofely  framed  to  give  the  Public  no  Sort  qf 
Information  of  His  Majefty’s  Situation. 
Since  that  Period,  we  have  endeavoured, 
as  much  q.s  polfible,  to  reprefent  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Situation  as  favourable  as  poffible, 
confidant  with  Truth,  though  without  men- 
tioning particular  Circumstances. 

Whether  under  any  Explanation  of  the 
Words  continues  to  mend,”  Sir  Lucas 
Pepys  would  think  himfelf  warranted  to 
fign  a Report  containing  thofe  Words,  if  he 
was  not  convinced,  either  by  his  own  Ob- 
fervation,  or  the  Information  of  others,  that 
there  had  been  previous  Signs  of  Amendr 
ment  as  leading  to  Convalefcence  ? 

Nothing  could  induce  me  to  fign  the 
Words  “ continues  to  mend/’  unlefs  I had 
from  my  own  Obfervation  difcovercd  evi- 
dent Signs  of  gradual  Approaches  to  Convq- 
lefcence,  under  any  Explanation  whatso- 
ever. 


Wheq 
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When  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  faid  there  was  an 
pndeivour  to  represent  the  King’s  Situation 
in  a favourable  Light,  did  he  fpeak  of  the 
Reports  fi  ned  by  the  other  Phyficians, 
qr  more  particularly  of  thofe  figned  by  him- 
felf? 

< 

I am  fatisfied,  from  repeated  Converfa- 
tions  on  the  Subjedt,  that  the  reft  of  the 
Phyficians  concurred  with  me  in  always  en- 
deavouring to  give  the  molt  favourable  Ac- 
count. 

I 

Whether  you  know  when  the  Order  men- 
tioned by  you  Yefterday,  that  no  Perfon 
fhould  be  admitted  without  the  Leave  of 
pr.  Willis,  was  firftmade? 

I cannot  juftly  fay  whether  it  was  Five, 
Six,  or  Seven  Days  ago.,  bu  fomewhere 
thereabouts.  As  far  as  I can  recolledt,  it 
mult  have  been  on  Friday  laft— I never  favv 
it  till  I was  down  the  Time  before  laft— it 
was  when  I came  down  at  Four  o’Clock  on 
friday. 

Do  you  recoiled!:  the  Terms  of  the  Order? 

The  Purport  of  it  is,  that  it  is  ordered 
$hat  no  Perfon  ftiall  go  into  His  Majefty's 

Apartment 

i < 
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Apartment  without  tTie  Leave  of  one  of  the 
Dr.  Willis’s. 

Whether,  to  your  Knowledge,  any  im- 
proper Perfons,  either  by  means  of  the  Phy- 
ficiansi  or  of  others,  had  obtained  Admif- 
fion  into  his  Majefty’s  Apartment,  to  make 
the  iffuing  fuch  an  Order  neceflary  ? 

I know  of  no  Perfon  having  been  ad- 
mitted into  His  Majefty’s  Apartments,  ex- 
cept thofe  who  are  in  ufual  Attendance 
upon  him,  unlefs  Dr.  Willis’s  Son,  the 
Clergyman,  may  be  confidered  as  fuch  ? 

Is  that  Son  a Phyfician  ? 

No. 

Whether  you  have  not  obferved  that  Pa- 
tients under  this  Malady  may  enjoy  a State 
of  confiderable  bodily  Health,  the  free  Ufe 
of  all  their  bodily  Organs,  and  of  all  the 
bodily  Fun&ions,  and  yet  ftill  labour  under 
a mental  Diftemper  ? 

Undoubtedly. 

Whether  in  this  Malady  there  may  not  be 
a temporary  and  partial  Ufe  of  Underftand- 
ing,  when  at  the  fame  Time  the  general 
mental  Faculties  continue  much  deranged  ? 

Certainly. 

Whether 
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Whether  or  no  the  Perfons  who  are  ufed 
to  the  Difcipline  employed  in  this  Malady, 
and  to  the  Means  of  Coercion,  are  not 
known  to  obtain  a considerable  Dominion 
over  the  Perfons  under  their  Care  ? 

Certainly. 

Whether  you  have  not  obferved,  that  the 
favourable  Circumftances  which  occur  in 
one  Day,  have  frequently  been  overturned 
in  the  next  ? 

Continually. 

Withdrew. 


Sir  GEORGE  BAKER  called  in, 
and  examined. 

Whether,'  in  his  Opinion,  the  State  of 
His  Majefly’s  Health  does,  or  does  not,, 
continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render  His  Majefty 
incapable,  either  of  coming  to  Parliament, 
or  of  attending  to  Public  Bufinefs  ? 

Certainly. 

What  Hopes  does  Sir  George  Baker  now 
entertain  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  ? 


/ 


My 
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My  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery* 
fland  upon  the  fame  Grounds  they  did  when 
I was  here  laft:. 

Can  Sir  George  Baker  now  form  any 
Judgment,  or  probable  Conjecture,  of  the 
Time  that  his  Majefty’s  Difeafe  is  likely  to 
laft  ? 

I can  form  no  Judgment  or  probable 
Conjecture,  with  refped  to  the  Continuance 
of  the  Difeafe. 

Whether,  in  His  Majefty’s  Diforder,  Sir 
George  Baker  fees  any  prefent  Signs  of  Con- 
valefcence  ? 

None. 

Can  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether 
a Majority  of  Perfons,  who  have  been  af- 
flicted with  this  Malady  at  His  Majefty’s 
Time  of  Life,  have  recovered  ? 

I can  only  anfwer  that  by  Conjecture ; I 
believe  not. 

. 1 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  (all  the  Circum- 

ftances  of  His  Majeftv’s  Cafe,  which  have 
fallen  within  his  Obfervation,  being  duly  at- 
tended 
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tended  to;  think  the  Chance  of  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Recovery  greater,  or  lefs,  than  it 
was  at  the  Time  he  was  examined  before 
the  former  Committee,  or  equal  to  what  it 
was,  in  his  Judgment,  at  that  Time? 

In  my  Judgment  it  is  precifely  the  fame. 

Whether  you  confider  the  Continuation  of 
the  Malady  Four  Weeks  longer,  without 
any  Signs  of  Convalefcence,  as  making  any 
Difference  with  refped  to  the  Chance  of 
Recovery  ? 

My  Experience  leads  me  to  anfwer,  that 
it  makes  no  Difference. 

Do  you  not  hold  yourfelf  refponfible  in 
your  Character  to  the  Public  for  the  Truth 
of  the  Reports  fent  to  St.  James’s,  to  which 
you  fign  your  Name  ? 

I have  never  figned  my  Name  to  any 
Thing  that  I had  not  thought  true,  or  very 
near  true:  We  have  always  taken  it  in  the 
moft  favourable  Light. 

Would  any  Argument  or  Motive  have  in- 
duced you  to  fign  your  Name  to  a lefs  fa- 
vourable Account  of  His  Majefty’s  Situation 
than,  in  your  own  Convidion  and  Confid- 
ence, you  thought  the  Fad  was  ? 

Certainly  not. 


1 


Did 


/ 


t 66  ] 

Did  you  ever  endeavour  to  induce  Dr.' 
Willis  to  fign  any  Account  of  His  Majefty’s 
Health,  which  he  (Dr.  Willis)  declared  not  . 
to  be  correct,  or  fufficiently  favourable,  ac- 
cording to  Dr.  Willis’s  Opinion? 

v 1 

Never. 

Did  Sir  George  Baker  ever  inform  Dr. 
Willis  that  it  was  ufual  for  Phyficians  to 
lign  their  Names  to  Statements  of  Fadls, 
which  they  were  not  fure  were  true  and  cor- 
rect, for  the  Sake  of  Agreement  ? 

Never. — I fuppofe  I know  what  that  al- 
ludes to. 

) . ’ j 

To  what  does  that  allude  ? 

< * '•* 

It  alludes  to  this: — One  Morning,  when 
the  Report  was  to  be  lent  to  St.  James’s, 
His  Majefty  was  reported  to  have  flept  Four 
or  Five  Hours  I think — Dr.  Willis  infilled 
that  the  Report  fhould  run — f<  Flis  Ma- 
<f  jelly  has  had  a very  good  Night.” — Sir 
Lucas  Pepys,  who  was  there,  and  myfelf, 
faid  that  we  were  very  willing  to  fay  it  was  a 
good  Night — Dr.  Willis  peremptorily  in- 
filled that  it  fhould  be  written  <f  A very 
good  Night  j”  otherways  he  would  not 

fign 
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fign  it. — I faid  to  Dr.  Willis,  upon  this 
Occafion,  I never  knew  an  Inftance,  before 
the  prefent,  when,  in  Matters  of  no  Im- 
portance, One  Phyfician  did  not  yield  to 
Two;  however  I will  have  no  Difpute  with 
you,  I will  allow  it  to  be  a very  good  Night. 

Then  you  confine  your  Opinion,  that  One 
Phyfician  fhould  yield  to  Two  in  Matters  of 
little  or  no  Importance  ? 

I do. 

On  whole  Report  and  Authority  did  you 
form  your  Judgment,  with  refpe£t  to  the 
Manner  in  which  His  Majefty  had  palled 
the  Night  ? 

On  the  Report  and  Authority  of  the 
Pages,  the  Medical  Attendant,  and  Dr. 
Willis. 

Whether  Sir  George  Baker  does  not  con- 
ceive, that  if  the  faft  of  the  Manner  in 
which  his  Majefty  pafied  that  Night  was  de- 
puted, the  Medical  Attendant,  and  others, 
from  whom  Sir  George  Baker  received  his 
Information,  would  be  the  Perfons  who 
could  give  the  nioft  correct  Account  of  that 
Fact  to  this  Committee  ? 

Certainly, 

I 2 


Do 
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Do  you  recoiled  whether  the  Medical 
Attendant,  or  other  Perfons  attending,  or 
any  of  them,  faid  that  His  Majefty  did  pafs 
a very  good  Night  ? 

I really  cannot  recoiled — there  is  fo  little 
Difference  between  a good  Night,  and  a 
very  good  Night,  that  I did  not  think  it 
worth  charging  my  Memory. 


Sir  George  Baker  then  cannot  fay,  upon 
Recolledion,  that  they  did  not  fay  that  His 
Majefty  had  paffed  a very  good  Night  ? 

I do  recoiled  that  Dr.  Willis’s  Son  did 
ftate,  that  it  was  a very  good  Night  j as  to 
the  others,  I cannot  recoiled. 

Did  Dr.  Willis’s  Son  fit  up  with  His 
Majefty  ? * 

I really  do  not  know. 

Is  it  ufual  for  His  Majefty  to  be  attended 
by  Dr.  V\  illis’s  Son  through  the  Night  ? 

No. 

/ 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive,  if  the 
Medical  Attendant,  and  the  other  Perfons 

whom 
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whom  Sir  George  Baker  underftood  ac- 
tually to  have  attended  His  Majefty  through 
the  Night,  had  reported  to  him  that  His 
Majefty  had  had  a very  good  Night,  that 
he  (hould  have  hefitated  to  have  fo  ftated  it  ' 
in  the  Account  ? 

I muft  obferve,  that  the  Medical  At- 
tendants do  not  fit  up  with  His  Majefty,  fo 
that  our  Report  depends  upon  the  Pages 
and  Dr.  Willis’s  Men. 

Whether  the  Medical  Attendants  are  Per- 
fons  who  could  give  the  mod  correct  In- 
formation to  this  Committee,  of  the  Fad 
how  His  Majefty  pafled  the  Night? 

Certainly,  if  the  Medical  Attendant  did 
not  fit  up,  he  could  not. 

Whether  you  do  not  think  that  thofe 
Four  Medical  Attendants  on  His  Majefty 
are  capable  of  giving  Information,  refped- 
ing  His  Majefty’s  Situation,  worthy  the  At- 
tention of  this  Committee,  in  Addition  to 
the  Information  they  receive  from  His  Ma- 
jefty’s Phyficians  ? 

The  Four  Medical  Attendants  are  very 
fenfible  Men  j each  of  them  ftays  in  the 
Houfe  24  Hours  in  his  Turn  ; and  I think 
each  of  them  capable  of  giving  this  Com- 
mittee 


[ 70  ] 

mittee  Satisfaction  with  refpect  to  any  Qnef- 
tions  they  may  afk. 

Whether  thofe  Gentlemen  have  not  fre- 
quent Accefs  to  His  Majefty  when  the  Phy- 
ftcians  are  not  prefent  ? 

They  have. 

Whether  they  do  not  examine  into  the 
State  and  Manner  in  which  His  Majefty 
pafied  the  Night,  previous  to  the  Arrival  of 
the  Phyficians  ? 

They  ufed  to  do  fo  till  lately. 

Plow  long  have  they  ceafed  to  do  fo,  and 
upon  what  Account  ? 

I think  it  was  laft  Saturday  Morning,  that 
1 faw  a Paper  ftuck  up  over  the  Chimney 
of  the  Pages  Room,  with  an  Order  t^  tbis 
Effeft  : <e  No  One,  except  the  Pages,  is  al- 
<c  lowed  to  go  to  His  Majefty,  except  in- 
“ troduced  by  One  of  the  Two  Dr.  Wil- 
“ lis’s.”  N 

When  was  you  at  Kew  before  that  Time  ? 

That  muft  be  Thurfday. 

Was  the  Paper  not  there  then  ? 

1 did  not  fee  or  hear  of  it. 

Does 
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Does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive  that  he 
mult  have  heard  of  it,  if  any  fuch  Order  had 
been  then  ifiued  ? 

I conceive  that  I muft  have  heard  of  it. 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  know  of  any  In- 
flances  of  improper  Perfons  having  been 
introduced  to  His  Majefty’s  Apartment, 
either  by  the  Phyficians  or  others,  to  caufe 
the  iflfuing  of  that  Order? 

No. 

By  whofe  Authority  was-  that  Order 
iflued  ? 

i 

I alked  Dr.  Willis;  he  faid  that  he  wrote 
it,  without  any  further  Anfwer. 

Did  Sir  George  Baker  converfe  with  any 
of  the  Medical  Attendants  refpe&ing  that 
Order,  or  underftand  from  them  that  they 
were  excluded  by  it  from  entering,  as  they 
were  ufed  to  do,  His  Majefty’s  Apartment, 
unlefs  with  the  Permiffion  of  Dr.  Willis  or 
his  Son  ? 

It  was  generally  underftood  by  the  Phy- 
ficians,  that  the  Order  was  intended  to  ex- 
clude them  and  the  Medical  Attendants, 
unlefs  introduced  by  Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son. 

Did  Sir  George  Baker  hear,  either  from 
the  Phyficians,  or  from  any  of  the  Medical 

Attendants, 
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Attendants,  any  Reafon  aftlgned,  as  the  pro- 
bable Caufe  of  that  Order  ? 

No. 

Was  Sir  George  Baker  at  Kew  on  the 
Friday  before  that  Saturday  ? 

No. 

If  there  has  been  any  Error  or  Imperfec- 
tion in  the  Account  fent  to  St.  James’s, 
does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive,  it  to  have 
confided  in  reprefenting  His  Majefty’s  Situ- 
ation worfe  than  it  is  ? 

If  there  has  been  any  Error  or  Imperfec- 
tion, it  has  been  in  reprefenting  His  Ma- 
jefty’s State  better  than  it  is'. 

Is  it  ufual,  when  a Patient  is  put  under 
the  Care  of  a Perfon  who  has  made  this  par- 
ticular Branch  his  Study,  for  that  Perfon  to 
be  confulted  refpetfting  the  Perfons  by 
whom  the  Patient  is  to  be  feen,  or  attended, 
and  the  Time  ? 

When  I attend  a Patient  with  Dr.  Munro, 
he  and  1 confult  and  fettle  the  Times  of  At- 
tendance— the  Apothecary  goes  in  without 
his  Leave — and  there  is  a certain  Atten- 
dant or  Two  always  with  the  Patient. 


Whether 
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Whether  the  Phyficians,  orfome  of  them, 
fince  this  Order  was  made,  have  daily  feen 
His  Majefty  ? 

Always,  with  Doctor  Willis. 

Whether,  previous  to  the  ifiuing  of  that 
Order,  and  fince  Dr.  Willis  has  been  attend- 
ing  His  Majefty,  Sir  George  Baker  has  not 
had  frequent  Opportunities  of  feeing  and 
tonverfing  with  His  Majefty,  not  in  the 
Frefence  of  Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son  ? 

When  His  Majefty  firft  came  from  Wind- 
for  to  Kew,  I conceived  that  I was  at  Li- 
berty to  vifit  His  Majefty  at  any  Timej 
but  afterwards  I found  it  was  difagreeable 
to  Dr.  Willis  that  I fbould  go  in  without 
him,  and  therefore  I have  of  late  very  fel- 
dom,  if  ever,  vifited  His  Majefty  but  ill 
Company  with  Dr.  Wiljis. 

Whether  Sir  George  Baker  thinks  he  cart 
form  as  accurate  a Judgment  of  the  actual 
State  of  His  Majefty,  from  converfing  with 
His  Majefty  in  the  prefence  of  Dr.  Willis 
or  his  Son*  as  when  allowed  to  converfe  with 
His  Majefty  as  he  had  ufed  to  do  ? 

In  my  Opinion,  it  makes  very  little  Dif- 
ference. 

^ Whether,  by  Dr.  Willis’s  Advice,  a 
Courfe  of  Medicine  has  been  prefcribed  to 
„ K the 
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the  King,  different  from  that  which  had 
been  previoufly  ufed,  or  would  have  been 
otherwile  recommended  by  His  Majefty’s 
Phyficians  ? 

No  Medicine  has  been  given  the  King, 
fince  Dr.  Willis’s  Arrival,  but  with  the 
Confent  of  the  other  Phyficians. 

Queftion  repeated. 

I believe  there  was  one  Pill  of  Calomel 
given  to  the  King  by  Dr.  Willis’s  Defire, 
but  I know  of  no  other. 

Whether  that  had  the  defired  Effedt  in 
promoting  His  Majefty’s  Convalefcence  ? 

It  had  the  common  Effedt  of  Purges, 
and  no  other. 

Whether  before  Dr.  Willis’s  Arrival,  the 
peculiar  Mode  of  Coercion  and  Manage- 
ment, which  has  been  fince  ufed,  had  been 
employed  in  the  fame  Way,  or  in  an  equal 
Degree  ? 

Neither  in  the  fame  Way,  nor  in  an  equal. 
Degree. 

Have  they  produced  that  Effedt  towards 
the  King’s  Convalefcence,  which  was  not 
experienced  from  the  former  Management? 

They 
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They  have  made  His  Majefty  quieter, 
more  manageable;  but  I am  not  fure  that 
any  thing  has  been  done  by  them  towards 

Convaleicence. 

1 ‘ r . 

Is  Sir  George  Baker  fure  that  it  was  on 
Saturday  the  3d  Inftant,  that  he  firft  Taw  the 
Order  that  no  Perfon  fliould  be  admitted 
into  the  King’s  Apartment  without  the  Leave 
of  Dr.  Willis,  or  his  Son  ? 

It  is  a Thing  I would  not  take  my  Oath 
to,  but  I believe  it  to  be  fo. 

Did  you  then  hear  that  any  Difpute,  or 
material  Difference  of  Opinion,  had  taken 
Place  on  the  preceding  Day,  between  Dr. 
Willis  and  Dr.  Warren. 

I had  heard  it  before  I faw  the  Paper,  and 
that  it  happened  on  the  Friday. 

Did  you  underhand  that  it  was  upon  the 
Information  received  from  fome  of  the  Me- 
dical Attendants,  who  had  then  Accefs  to 
I-Iis  Majefty’s  Apartment,  that  Dr.  Warren 
had  in  fome  Meafure  fupported  the  Opinion 
he  maintained.  / 

I. Certainly  did. 
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Do  you  recolleft  that  Mr.  Charles  Haw- 
kins’s Authority  had  been  quoted  by  Dr. 
Warren,  on  that  Occafion  ? 

I heard  that  it  had  been  quoted. 

Does  Sir  George  Baker  conceive,  that 
Dr.  Warren,  or  himfelf,  or  any  other  Phy- 
fician  attending  His  Majefty,  would  now  be 
deprived  of  the  fame  Means  of  Information, 
refpeding  the  State  of  His  Majefty  in  their 
Abfence,  upon  which  Dr.  Warren  then 
formed,  in  Part,  his  Judgment,  unlefs  with 
the  Permiflion  or  Confent  of  Dr.  Willis  or 
•his  Son  ? 

If  that  Order,  fet  up  by  Dr.  Willis,  takes 
Place,  it  will  not  be  in  the  Power  of  any  of 
thofe  Medical  Gentlemen  to  give  us  any  In- 
formation. 

How  long  have  you  been  employed  as 
Phyfician  to  His  Majefty  ? . 

Ever  fince  the  death  of  Sir  Richard  Jebb— 
about  a Year  and  a Half,  I think. 

Plas  Sir  George  Baker  attended  His  Ma- 
jefty only,  or  has  he  been  employed  in  at- 
Cendihg  the  Royal  Family? 

Both  His  Majefty  and  all  the  Royal  Fa- 
mily : I mean  die  Family  at  Windfor,  and 
at  Kew. 

f » • *•'*  *r 
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Is  Sir  George  Baker  now  employed  tq 
attend  on  the  Royal  Family  ? 

Only  the  King — not  the  Royal  Family. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  diredt  or  in- 
diredt  Attempt  made,  by  any  of  the  Phy- 
ficians,  at  any  Time,  to  controul  or  influence 
you  with  refpedt  to  the  Account  to  be  given 
of  His  Majefty’s  Situation  ? 

None. 

Withdrew. 


Doftor  HENRY  REVELL  REYNOLDS,, 
called  in,  and  examined. 

Whether,  in  his  Opinion,  the  State  of 
His  Majefly’s  Health  does,  or  does  not, 
continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render  His  Majefty 
incapable,  either  of  coming  to  Parliament, 
or  of  attending  to  public  Bufinefs  ? 

It  does  render  him  incapable,  unqueftion- 
ably. 

What  Hopes  does  Dr.  Reynolds  now  en- 
tertain of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery? 

I think  there  are  the  fame  Hopes  now 
that  there  were  before  not  lefs,  certainly. 


Can 
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Can  Dr.  Reynolds  now  form  any  Judg- 
ment, or  probable  Conjecture,  of  the  Time 
that  His  Majefty’s  Illnefs  is  likely  to  laft  ? 

No,  I cannot. 

Whether,  in  His  Majefty’s  Diforder,  Dr. 
Reynolds  fees  any  prefent  Signs  of  Con- 
valefcence  ? 

His  Majefty  is  more  quiet,  more  obfervant 
of  the  Admonition  of  his  Medical  Attend- 
ants, in  perhaps  a ftill  better  State  of  general 
Health,  which  are  favourable  Circumftances, 
and  which,  I hope,  lead  to  Amendment  j 
but  I cannot  fay  that  there  is  any  aftual 
Amendment  at  prefent  in  His  Majefty’s 
principal  Complaint. 

Whether,  in  Dr.  Reynolds’s  Judgment, 
the  Chance  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  (all 
Circumftances  that  have  fallen  within  his 
Obfervation  being  duly  attended  to)  is 
oreater,  or  lefs,  than  it  was  at  the  Time  Dr. 
Reynolds  was  examined  before  the  former 
Committee  ? or  whether,  in  his  Judgment, 
the  Chance  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  is  as 
good  as  it  then  was  ? 

■ The  Chance  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  is 
certainly  as  good  now  as  it  was  then,  in  my 
Opinion, 

Does 
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Does  Dr.  Reynolds  conceive  that  the  Du- 
ration of  His  Majefty’s  Illnefs  up  to  this 
Time  (all  Circumftances  of  His  Majefty’s 
Cafe  being  duly  attended  to)  does,  or  does 
not,  decreafe  the  Chance  of  His  Majefty’s 
Recovery  ? 

The  Duration  hitherto  certainly  does  not 
militate  againft  His  Majefty’s  Recovery 
few  recover  fo  foon  from  fuch  Maladies. 

Whether,  from  Dr.  Reynolds’s  Obferva- 
, Majefty  does,  or  does  not,  appear 

to  be  more  eafily  controuled  now  than  he 
was  a Fortnight  ago,  under  the  fame  Species 
of  Care  and  Management  ? 

I think  His  Majefty  is  more  eafily  con- 
trouled. 

In  the  Judgment  of  Dr.  Reynolds,  and 
according  to  his  Obfervations  in  Cafes  of 
this  Kind,  is  the  Circumftance  that  a Patient 
is  more  eafily  controuled,  a favourable  Cir- 
cumftance towards  his  Recovery  ? 

It  is  frequently  a previous  Step  to  it. 

Whether  it  is  ufual,  in  Cafes  fuch  as  His 
Majefty  s,  for  Phyficians,  who  have  not  made 
fuch  Cafes  their  particular  Study,  to  call  in 
the  Affiftance  of  Phyficians  who  have  made 

thofe 
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thofe  Cafes  the  Subject  of  their  particular 
Attention  ? 

That  depends  very  much  upon  the  parti- 
cular Circumftances  of  the  Patient  in  many 
Refpefts  •,  in  the  Firft  Place,  the  pecuniary 
Circumftances  of  the  Patient  influence  you 
in  propofmg  a Confultation  with  another 
Phyftcian : In  the  next  Place,  it  will  depend 
upon  the  Symptoms  of  the  particular  Pa- 
tient j if  no  Reftraint  or  Coercion  is  necef- 
fary,  from  the  particular  Circumftances  of 
the  Cafe,  every  Phyfician  of  Experience  will* 
I have  no  Doubt,  think  himfelf  competent' 
to  conduct  a Patient  in  fuch  a Cafe  •,  I meari 
at  the  fame  Time  to  be  underftood,  that  in 
that  Cafe,  as  in  every  other,  no  liberal  Man 

t 

will  have  any  Objection  to  a Confultation  if 
called  for. 

If,  in  this  Diforder,  Reftraint  and  Coer- 
cion does  become  neceflary,  whether  Phy- 
ficians  of  general  Practice  do  not  ufually 
call  in  the  Aftiftance  of  Phyficians  who  have 
made  this  Branch  of  Medicine  their  parti- 
cular Study  ? 

It  is  ufual,  and  for  thefe  Reafons  amongft 
others- — that  Gentlemen,  who  have  dedicated 
themfelves  to  that  particular  Object  of  Prac- 
tice, 
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tice,  have  ufually  Houfes  of  Reception  for 
Patients  fo  circumftanced,  which  they  fuper- 
intend  } from  them  therefore  proper  Affift- 
ance  can  be  procured ; and  as  it  is  necelfary 
to  avoid  all  Caufes  of  Emotion  in  fuch  Pa- 
tients, it  may  be  proper  to  remove  thofe 
Patients  from  their  own  Families,  that  the 
Objects*  which  are  molt  apt  to  excite  thofe 
Emotions,  rryiy  be  kept  from  them. 

Dr.  Reynolds  fays,  that  it  is  ufual  for  thefe 
Reafons  amongft  others  3 What  are  thofe 
other  Reafons  ? 

I cannot  recolleft  all  thofe  Reafons  imme- 
diately j fome  of  them  are,  perhaps,  Points 
of  Etiquette.  We  fhould  be  glad  to  have 
the  Benefit  of  the  Experience  of  fuch  Phyfi- 
cians  in  Cafes  of  this  Kind. 

Whether  fuch  Phyficians,  who  have  made 
this  Branch  of  Medicine  their  particular 
Study,  do  not,  from  their  conftant  Opportu- 
nities of  making  Obfervations  upon  the  Cafes 
of  Perfons  fo  difordered,  acquire  the  Habit 
of  judging  better  upon  the  Probability  of 
the  Recovery  of  Patients,  than  other  Phy- 
sicians who  have  not  made  that  Branch  of 
Medicine  their  particular  Study,  and  who 
have  not  the  fame  conftant  Opportunities  of 
making  the  like  Obfervations  ? 

L 


That 
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That  mull  in  a great  Meafure  depend 
upon  their  relative  Capability  of  obferving, 
and  upon  their  Fidelity  in  recording  what 
they  obferved;  thofe  being  equal,  the  great- 
eft  Experience  muft  have  the  Preference. 

Would  Dr.  Reynolds  think  a Perfon,  who 
has  made  this  Branch  of  Medicine  his  parti- 
cular Study  for  Twenty-eight  Years,  and 
under  whofe  Care  Nine  out  of  Ten  of  the 
Perfons  who  have  been  put  under  that  Care 
within  Three  Months  after  they  had  begun 
to  be  afflicted  with  that  Diforder  had  reca- 
vered,  a Perfon  fkilful  in  fuch  Cafes  ? 

Yes,  if  I could  believe  the  Fadt. 

' Whether,  to  induce  Dr.  Reynolds  to  be- 
lieve fuch  a Fadt,  he  would  not  require  fome 
further  Evidence  than  the  Afiertion  of  the 
Perfon  who  ftated  himfelf  to  have  been  fo 
fuccefsful  ? 

I certainly  fliould  require  further  Evidence 
than  the  Afiertion  of  any  Man,  to  induce  me 
to  believe  fuch  a Fadt. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  confider  an  Afiertion 
made  before  this  Committee,  though  not  up- 
on Oath,  as  made  under  an  Obligation,  on 
the  Part  of  the  Perfon  making  it,  to  fpeak 
the  Truth,  equal  to  an  Afiertion  made  upon 
Oath  ? 


I con- 
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I confider  myfelf  under  the  fame  Obliga- 
tion. 

If  a Phyfician  of  long  Experience  aflerted 
that  he  had  from  Eight  to  Ten  Patients  ufual- 
ly  at  a Time,  for  Five  Years  together,  in  a 
Houfe,  and  never  had  more  than  Four  Pa- 
tients who  were  not  cured  within  the  Year, 
and  continued  well  as  far  as  he  ever  knew  •, 
and  that,  if  any  of  thole  Perfons  had  relapf- 
ed,  he  believed,  from  the  partial  Opinion  of 
their  Families,  he  fhould  have  heard  of  it; 
he  would  require  further  Evidence  of  the 
Truth  of  that  Fa<5t  ? 

I fhould  not  be  fatisfied  without  further 
Evidence  than  AfTertion,  though  I do  not 
mean  to  impeach  the  Credibility  of  anyone. 

Whether,  in  JDr.  Reynolds’s  Opinion,  His 
Majefty’s  bodily  Strength  has  increafed,  or 
declined,  during  the  laft  Month  ? 

His  Majefty’s  bodily  Strength  certainly  has 
not  declined  ; I am  not  competent  to  judge 
of  any  Increafe  of  it,  for  it  is  not  put  to  any 
Exertion  ; he  appears  to  be  alert  and  adtive. 

Whether  Dr.  Reynolds  thinks  His  Ma- 
jefty’s bodily  Health  thriving  or  declining  ? 

I think  His  Majefty’s  general  Health  is 

improved  within  the  laft  Month. 

L 2 


Whether 


Whether  X)r.  Reynolds  now  entertains 
Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s  more  ipeedy  Re- 
covery from  His  prefent  Malady,  than  when 
he  was  lad  examined  ? 

It  is  impoffible  to  afcertain  the  Time,  I 
cannot  venture  even  to  hazard  a Conjecture. 

Whether,  after  it  has  become  neceffary  to 
refort  to  that  particular  Mode  of  Coercion 
applied  by  Perfons  particularly  converfant  in 
that  Branch  of  Medicine,  the  Patient  fo  co- 
erced is  to  be  confidered  as  affeCted  with  the 
Diforder  in  a greater  Degree  than  before  fuch 
Coercion  became  neceffary  ? 

There  is  a State  without  Turbulence,  which 
equally  incapacitates  a Perl'on  from  tranfacl- 
ing  Bufinefs  as  the  turbulent  State  which 
does  require  Coercion. 


In  which  of  the  two  States  is  there  a greater 
ProfpeCt  of  a fpeedy  Recovery  ? 

When  a Patient  afflicted  with  this  Ma- 
lady, who  has  been  turbulent,  ceafes  to  be  fo, 
he  may  be  faid  to  be  in  a State  more  favour- 
able to  Recovery  than  while  he  continued  in 
that  turbulent  State. 


Whether  Dr.  Reynolds  knows,  or  has  any 
Grounds  ofinforming  the  Committee, whether 

$he  Majority  of  Perfons  afflicted  with  this 
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Malady  at  His  M'ajefty’s  Time  of  Life  have 
recovered  ? , 

I have  not  fufficient  Grounds  to  anfvver 
that  Queftion.  • 

Do  you  confider  a perfeft  State  of  bodily 
Health,  co-exifting  with  a complete  mental 
Diftemper,  a very  good  Symptom  towards 
Recovery  of  the  mental  Diforder  ? 

If  a Patient  (hall  have  been  feveral  Months, 
perhaps  a Year,  afflicted  with  the  mental  Dif- 
order, which  Diforder  remains  without  Di- 
minution, I fhould  not  confider  perfeft  bodi- 
ly Health  as  promiffory  of  Recovery  from  the 
mental  Diforder. 

Whether  the  Improvement  of  bodily 
Health,  without  any  proportionate  Improve- 
ment or  mental  Sanity,  becomes  a orobable 
Symptom  of  mental  Convalefcence  ? 

In  a recent  Cafe  I think  it  is.  * 

Whether,  in  the  Cafe  before  us,  a State  of 
Quiet  has  not  often  fucceeded  a State  of  Ir- 
ritation, and  a State  of  Irritation  a State  of 
Quiei  and  what  was  the  Difference  obferv- 
ed  in  each  State  with  regard  to  mental  Sanity 

in  this  Cafe  ? 

* ' «■  * • * * 


There 
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There  have  been  frequently  fuch  Vicifll- 
tudes,  and  there  have  been  nearer  Ad- 

x 

proaches  to  Reafon  in  a State  of  Quiet  than 
in  a State  of  Turbulence  j but  I think  not 
invariably  fo ; this  is  to  the  belt  of  my  Re- 
collection at  prefent. 

Was  Dr.  Reynolds  prefent  at  a Difcufilon 
which  took  place  on  Friday  the  Second  In- 
ftant,  between  Dr.  Willis  and  Dr.  Warren, 
refpeCting  the  Account  which  was  that  Day 
fent  to  St.  James’s  ? 

I was. 

Relate  what  palled  upon  that  Occafion  ? 

When  Dr.  Warren  came  down  to  Kew  on 
Friday  Morning  the  Second  Inftant,  I faw 
him  before  he  vilited  His  Majefty,  and  told 
him  how  I had  found  His  Majefty  the  Even- 
ing before,  and  that  Morning  when  I vilited 
Him.  After  Dr.  Warren  had  waited  upon 
His  Majefty,  he  came  into  the  Room  where 
we  ufually  conlult,  and,  after  agreeing  upon 
the  Prefcription  for  the  Day,  we  proceeded 
to  confider  what  Report  we  Ihould  fend  to 
St.  James’s;  there  were  then  prefent  in  the 
Room,  Dr.  Warren,  Dr.  John  Willis,  and 
myfelf ; and,  as  nearly  as  I can  recolleCt, 
Dr.  Warren  and  I agreed  upon  this  Report : 

“ His 
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His  Majefty  pafTed  Yefterday  quietly,  has 
<f  had  a very  good  Night,  and  is  calm  this 

Morning.”  I wrote  it,  read  it  over,  and 
Dr.  John  Willis  objected  to  it,  alledging 
that  it  was  not  defcriptive  of  His  Majefty’s 
Amendment,  for  that  he  certainly  was  much 
better,  having,  on  the  preceding  Day  and 
on  that  Morning,  faid  many  pertinent  and 
rational  Things.  Dr.  Warren  contended, 
that  feveral  Things  faid  properly  proved 
nothing  ; but  that  fome  Things  faid  imme- 
diately afterwards  improperly  were  decifive. 
Dr.  John  Willis  contended,  that  a Miti- 
gation of  Symptoms  was  Amendment.  Dr. 
Warren  did  not  confider  that  any  Amend- 
ment could  take  Place,  till  there  was  an 
Interval  of  an  Hour,  or  more,  of  Reafon  and 
Judgment.  While  they  were  in  this  Argu- 
ment, Dr.  Willis,  Senior,  came  in,  was 
lhewn  the  Report  intended  to  be  fent  to  St. 
James’s,  and  did  not  at  firft  reading  it  dif- 
approve  of  it ; but  upon  Dr.  John  Willis's 
obferving,  that  it  did  not  contain  fo  favour- 
able an  Account  of  His  Majefty’s  Situation, 
as  the  Report  which  had  been  fent  on  the 
preceding  Day,  he  objected  to  it,  contend- 
ing that  there  was  a material  Amendment, 
which  ought  to  be  reported.— Dr.  Warren 
and  myfelf,  not  feeing  His  Majefty’s  Stare 
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in  the  fame  Light,  thought  that  the  Report 
held  out  fufficient  Hopes  to  the  Public. 
Doftors  Willis  (I  think  both,  but  I am  cer- 
tain Dr.  Willis,  Senior),  obferved  that  the 
Queen  would  not  fuffer  it  to  go  fo  ; and  I 
cannot  exaftly  recolleft  what  Words  imme- 
diately followed,  but  Dr.  Willis,  Senior,  ad- 
drefting  himfelf  to  Dr.  Warren,  faid  “ that 
“ it  would  fall  upon  him  That  Expreffion 
I particularly  remember. — We  talked  again 
upon  the  Subjeft,  and  drew  up  the  following 
Report:  e<  His  Majefty  palled  Yefterday 
*c  much  in  the  fame  Manner  as  He  did  the 
“ Day  before,  has  had  a very  good  Night, 
<c  and  is  this  Morning  as  he  was  Yefterday.” 
This  Report  was  carried  up  Stairs,  and  when 
returned,  it  was  accompanied  with  a Defire 
that  we  would  add  to  the  End  of  the  laft 
Sentence,  *c  continuing  mending:”  I fpeak 
■to  the  belt  of  my  Recollection. — This  feem- 
ed  to  Doftor  Warren  and  myfelf  more  than 
the  State  of  His  Majefty  authorized  us  to 
fay.  Doftor  Warren  therefore  defired  the 
Honour  of  an  Audience  of  Her  Majefty, 
which  was  granted  j and  when  he  returned, 
the  laft  Part  of  the  Report  was  altered  as 
follows:  £<  and  is  this  Morning  in  a com- 
iS  fortable  Way,”  inftead  of  c<  is  this  Morn- 
**  ing  as  he  was  Yefterday.”  1 fpeak  from 

Memory — 
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0 1*\  I have  no  Notes.  Dr  Willis 
continued  arguing  warmly  with  Dr.  Warren, 
while  I was  writing  the  Three  Reports — they 
were  in  the  next  Room  to  that  in  which  I 
was  writing — the  Door  wide  open  3 and  I 
heard  Dr.  Willis  fay  to  Dr.  Warren,  amongfl 
other  Expreflions  of  Difagreement  with  him 
in  Opinion,  that  if  Dr.  Warren  held  the 
Qpinion  which  he  maintained,  that  it  im- 
peached his  Common  Senfe,  or  fomething 
elfe;  to  which  Dr.  Warren  made  no  Reply, 
only  defired  the  Perfons  prefent,  among 
whom  were  Lady  Harcourt,  Lady  Charlotte 
1 inch,  and  General  Gordon,  to  obferve  that 
Doftor  Willis  had  made  ufe  of  fuch  an  Ex- 
preflion.  Dr.  Warren  conducted  himfelf, 
through  the  Whole  of  this  unpleafant  Bufi- 
nefs,  with  admirable  Temper. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  recoiled  fufficienrly 
the  Convention  which  pafied  between  Dr. 
Warren  and  Dr.  Willis  upon  that  Friday,  to 
take  upon  himfelf  to  fay  pofitively,  whether 
toe  following  Circumftances  occurred  be» 
tween  thofe  Perfons  at  any  Time  that  Day  ; 
namely,  Whether  Dr.  Willis  a flee  d this 
Queftion  of  Dr.  Warren,  or  any  Qjeltion 
to  this  Effefr : “ If  a Perfon  in  fuch  an  In- 

M difpofitioa 
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“ difpofition  as  his  Majefty,  fhould  not  fay 
“ One  fenfible  Word  in  T wenty-four  Hours, 
“ and  in  the  next  Twenty  four  fhould  fay 
“ but  One  Word,  that  he  would  not  fay 
“ if  he  was  not  indifpofed.  Whether  Dr. 
“ Warren  would  not  think  him  better.” 
If  any  fuch  Queftion,  or  any  Queftion  to 
that  F.ffc£t,  was  afked  by  Dr.  Willis,  whe- 
ther Dr.  Reynolds  can  fay  pofitively,  that 
Dr.  Warren  did,  or  did  not,  anfwer  tc  No,” 
or  what  other  Anfwer  he  gave  to  it  ? 

I think  I recollect  that  fome  fuch  Qu ef- 
tion  was  propofed  by  Dr.  Willis  to  Dr. 
Warren,  but  I do  not  remember  that  Dr. 
Warren  faid  “ No;”  as  he  admitted,  that 
if  a Perfon  in  the  Situation  of  His  Majefty, 
was  for  the  Space  of  One  Hour  or  more, 
like  himfelf,  that  he  fhould  think  him  mend- 
ed. I remember  this  Obfervation  made  by 
One  of  the  Dr.  Willis’s  to  Dr.  Warren,  or 
fomething  to  this  Purpofe,  <f  You  will  not 
“ allow  a Perlon  in  this  State  to  be  better 
1C  till  he  is  well  ?”■ — “ Yes,  I will,”  faid 
Dr.  Warren,  “ when  I fee  him  have  an  In- 
“ terval,  for  the  Space  of  an  Hour  or  Two, 
“ of  Reafon  and  Judgment,  but  not  till 
“ then.”  This  is  as  nearly  as  I can  re- 
collect. 


Does 
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Does  Dr.  Reynolds  recolle<5t  what -were 
the  Words  which  Dr.  Warren  had  ufed  im- 
mediately before  one  of  the  Dr.  Wiilis’s  faid 
ro  him,  c‘  You  will  not  allow  a Ptrlon  in 
ct  this  State  to  be  better  till  he  is  well?” 

No,  I do  not. 

Is  the  Committee  to  underfland,  that  Dr. 
Warren  did  not  anfwer  to  Dr.  Willis  in  this 
Argument,  “that  he  lhould  think  no  Perl'on 
" better  till  they  were  perfectly  well  ? 

Dr.  Warren  did  not  lay  that  in  my  Hear- 
ing. 

Did  he  fay,  in  Dr.  Reynolds’s  Hearing, 
that  he  fhould  think  a Perfon  better  if  he 
<f  was  himfelf  for  an  Hour  or  two  ? 

Yes,  he  did. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  hold  himfelf  refponfi- 
ble  in  his  Character  to  the  Public,  for  the 
Truth  of  the  Accounts  fent  to  St.  James’s, 
and  figned  in  his  Name  ? 

I have  always  wilhed  to  give,  in  that  Re-' 
port,  as  favourable  an  Account  of  H’s  Ma- 

jefty’s  Health  as  I could  confident  with 

Truth. 

M 2 


Did 
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D.id  Dr.  Reynolds  ever  endeavour  to  in- 
duce Dr.  Willis  to  fign  any  Account  of  the 
King’s  Situation,  by  any  vehement  Argu- 
ment or  Dii'pute,  which  Dr.  Willis  declared 
to  he  contrary  to  his  Opinion  ? 

Never. 


Did  Dr,  Reynolds  ever  inform  Dr. 'Willis, 
that  it  was  ufual  for  Phyficians  to  fign  their 
Names  to  Statements  of  Fatts,  which  they 
are  not  lure  are  true  or  correct,  for  the  Sake 
of  Agreement  ? 

I never  did. 


Did  Dr.  Reynolds  ever  tell  him,  that  in 
ftich  Matters  he  Opinion  of  One  fhould. 
give  way  to  the  other  Two,  and  that  he  was 
furprifed  he  Ihould  hefitate  about  it  ? 

No. 

Should  not  Dr.  Reynolds  confider  the 
figning  his  Name  to  any  Account  fent  to 
St.  James’s,  which  tended  to  miflead  the 
Public  iiro  a Ids  favourable  Opinion  of  His 
MajdVy’s  State  chan  the  Fact  warranted,  as 
equally  culpable  in  him,  as  the  giving  un- 
true Information  to  this  Committee  ? 

I Ihould  think  it  highly  culpable  to  do  fo.‘ 


When 
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When  did  Dr.  Reynolds  firft  hear  of  the 
Order,  that  no  Perfon  ffiould  be  admitted 
into  His  Majefty’s  Apartment,  without  the 
Permifflon  of  Dr.  Willis,  or  his  Sen  ? 

I firft  obferved  that  written  Order  fixed 
above  the  Chimney,  in  the  Pages  Room,  on 
Sunday  lad. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  know  when  it  was 
firft  put  up  ? 

I underftood  it  was  put  uP  on  Friday  lad; 
it  was  not  put  up  when  I was  lad  in  that 
Room  on  Friday. 

Was  that  the  Day  on  which  the  Difference 
of  Opinion  happened  between  Dr.  Willis 
and  Dr.  Warren  ? 

It  was. 

Did  Dr.  Reynolds  or  Dr.  Warren  in 
any  Meafure  ground  the  Opinion,  which  in- 
duced them  that  Day  to  differ  from  Dr. 
"Willis,  upon  Information  received  from  Mr. 
Charles  Hawkins,  or  other  of  the  Attendants 
who  were  then  permitted  to  have  Accefs  to 
Flis  Majefty’s  Apartment? 

I formed  my  Opinion  from  what  I perfon- 
nally  obferved  in  His  Majcdy. 


Did 
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t)id  Dr.  Reynolds  hear  Dr.  Warren  quote 
the  Authority  of  Mr.  Hawkins’s  Reprefen- 
tation  of  the  State  in  which  the  King  had 
been  in,  in  Support  of  his  Obje&ion  to  fign- 
ing  the  altered  Report  ? 

I did  hear  him. 

Does  Dr.  Reynolds  know,  or  did  he  ever 
hear,  of  any  improper  Perfons  having  in- 
truded, or  being  admitted  into  His  Majefly's 
Apartment,  to  make  the  Ifl'uing  of  that  Pro- 
hibition necelfary  ? 

I do  not  know  any  Thing  that  has  made 
that  Prohibition  neceffary  or  proper. 

By  what  Authority  did  Dr.  Reynolds  un- 
derhand that  Notice  or  Order  to  have  been 
fixed  tip  in  the  Pages  Room  ? 

As  it  did  not  feem  to  me  to  be  figned  by 
any  Pcrfon  of  Authority,  I'paid  no  Attention 
to  it  my felf,  and  made  no  other  Enquiries 
about  it,  except  who  put  it  there  ; and  was 
told  Dr.  Willis ; but  I took  a Copy  of  it. 
I did  hear  Dr.  Willis  To-day,  in  the  outer 
Room  here,  fay  that  it  was  put  up  by  the 
Authority  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  which  I 
did  not  hear  before  ; he  Paid  fo  in  my  Pre- 
fence,  and,  I think,  in  that  of  Dr.  Gifborne. 


Whether 
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Whether,  in  Dr.  Reynolds’s  Opinion,  the 
Four  Medical  Affiftancs,  who  are  in  conftant 
Attendance  on  His  Majefty,  are  not  compe- 
tent to  give  Information  worthy  the  Atten- 
tion of  this  Committee,  in  Addition  to  that 
of  the  Phyficians  ? 

I think  them  all  Men  of  Senfe  and  Judg- 
ment,  and  believe  them  to  be  Men  of  Inte- 
grity. 

In  what  State  did  Dr.  Reynolds  leave  His 
Majefty  To-day  ? 

Pretty  much,  I think,  in  the  fame  State 
as  when  I faw  Him  the  Time  before — a Stare 
of  Compofure  and  Quiet,  but  not  in  a mend- 
ed State  refpefting  His  Mind. 

Whether  the  Four  Medical  Perfons  do  not, 
from  Time  to  Time,  report  to  the  Phyficians 
the  feveral  Circumfrances  of  His  Majefty’s 
Cafe,  in  order  to  enable  thofe  Phyficians  to 
torm  their  Judgment  upon  His  Majefty ’s 
Cafe  ? 

The  Phyficians  form  their  Judgment  from 
what  they  hear  of  His  Majefty  in  their  Ab- 
fence,  and  from  what  they  perfonally  obferve 

when  they  have  the  Honour  to  wait  upon 
Him.  • 


Whether 
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Whether  the  Phyficians  do  not  receive  In- 
formation, with  refpedt  to  what  pafTes  in  their 
Abfence,  from  the  Reports  of  thefe  Medical 
Gentlemen,  or  fome  of  them  ? 

They  do  receive  Information  from  them, 
and  require  it  from  all  who  they  think  are 
capable  of  giving  them  ufeful  Information. 

Dr.  Reynolds  having  faid,  that  the  Chance 
of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery  is  certainly  as 
good  now,  in  his  Opinion,  as  it  was  when 
he  was  formerly  examined  before  the  other 
Committee — Is  thatDr.  Reynolds’s  Opinion, 
after  giving  due  Attention  to  all  the  Cir- 
cumftances  which  he  has  mentioned  in  his 
Examination  this  Day,  and  all  other  Cir- 
cumftances  which  have  fallen  under  his  Ob- 
fervation,  and  notwithftandingany  Difference 
of  Opinion  which  may  have  arifen  between 
any  of  His  Majeffy’s  Phyficians  ? 

It  is  my  Opinion. 


Withdrew. 
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Veneris i 90  die  Januarii  1789. 


Dcftor  THOMAS  G I S B O R N E called 
inj  and  examined. 

TTJ’HETHER,  in  his  Opinion,  the  State 
of  His'Majefty’s  Health  does,  or  does 
not,  continue  to  be  fuch  as  to  render  His 
Majefty  incapable,  either  of  coming  to  Par- 
liament, or  of  attending  to  Public  Bufinefs? 

I think  him  incapable  of  coming  to  Par- 
liament, or  of  attending  to  Public  Bufinefs, 

What  Hopes  does  Dr.  Gifborne  now  en- 
tertain of  His  Mijefty’s  Recovery  ? 

I think  as  before,  that  there  are  (till  Hopes 
of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery. 

Can  Dr.  Gifborne  now  form  any  Judg- 
ment, or  probable  Conjetture,  of  the  Time 
that  His  Majelty’s  Illnefs  is  likely  to  laft? 

No,  I cannot. 

N 
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Whether  in  His  Maje fly’s  Diforder  Dr. 
Gifborne  fees  any  prefent  Signs  of  Conva- 
lefcence  ? 

I think  the  State  of  His  Majefly’s  bodily 
Health  is  better  than  ir  was  Three  Weeks 
ago,  and  that  he  is  more  quiet  j — it  may 
therefore  be  hoped,  that  thefe  poflibly,  may 
be  the  Prelude  to  further  Amendment. 

Whether  the  State  of  His  Majefly’s  bodily 
Health  is  now  perfectly  good,  or  has  been  at 
any  Time  fince  the  Commencement  of  His 
prefent  Diforder  ? 

I think  that  can  hardly  be  faid. 

i 

Whether  His  Majefly’s  particular  Malady 
arifes  from  the  State  of  His  bodily  Health, 
to  which  Dr.  Gifborne  alludes  ? 

No,  I think  nQt. 

Whether  you  have  ever  endeavoured  to 
influence  or  perfuade  Dr.  Willis  to  join  in 
any  Report  of  the  State  of  His  Majefly’s 
Healn,  contrary  to  his,  Dr.  Willis’s,  Judg- 
ment upon  it  ? 

Never. 


I 


Do 


[.  99  ] ' 

Do  you  know  any  other  Phyfician  that 
has  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  inform  Dr.  Willis  that  it 
yvas  vfual  for  Phyficians  to  fign  their  Names 
to  Statements  of  Fails,  which  they  are  not 
fure  are  true  or  correfl,  for  the  Sake  of 
Agreement  ? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  tel!  him,  that  in  fuch  Mat- 
ters, the  Opinion  of  One  fhould  give  way  to 
Two,  and  that  you  was  furprifed  he  fhould 
hefitate  about  fuch  Matters  ? 

No, 

l 

• 1 • . , • 

Would  any  Motive  or  Argument  induce 
you  to  fign  your  Name  to  the  Account  fent 
to  St.  James’s,  refpeiling  the  State  of  the 
King’s  Health,  which  you  did  not  in  your 
Confcience  believe  to  be  fubflantially  true  ? 

Certainly  not. 

- 

* 

Should  you  not  confider  the  figning  your 
Name  to  an  Account  to  that  Sort,  tending 
to  miQead  the  Public  into  a lefs  favourable 
Opinion  of  His  Majelly’s  State  than  the  Fail 
warranted,  in  the  fame  Point  of  View  as 

N 2 , giving 
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giving  Information  to  rniflead  this  Com* 
mi  tree  ? 

Yes. 

Whether,  if  there  has  been  Errors  or  Im- 
perfedtion  in  the  Accounts  fent  to  St.James’s 
you  conceive  it  to  have  confided  in  repre- 
fenting  His  Majefty’s  State  to  be  worfe  than 
it  is  ? 

I know  of  no  Error  j and  I was  ever  'as 
cautious  as  poftible,  that  the  Hopes  or  Fears 
of  the  Public  Ihould  not  be  milled. 

* 

Whether  the  Report  fent  to  St.  James’s 
does  not  always  contain  a full  State  of  His 
Majefty’s  real  Situation  ? 

I think  it  impoftible  that  it  Ihould. 

Has  it  ever  mentioned  His  Majefty’s  Ma- 
lady at  all  ? 

I think  His  Majefty’s  Malady  is  eafily  to 
be  collected  from  it. 

Is  there  any  Thing  in  fuch  Reports  that 
tends  to  give  the  Pnblic  any  Ides  of  His  Ma- 
jefty’s Convalefcence  from,  or  growing  worfe 
in  the  Symptoms  of,  His  peculiar  Malady  i? 

There  have  hitherto  hardly  been  any  Symp- 
toms of  either  Kind  to  be  told. 

Wh  cn 
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When  did  you  fee,  or  hear  of  the  Order 
that  no  Perfon  fliould  be  admitted  into  His 
Majeftv’s  Apartments  without  the  Leave  of 
Pr.  Willis  or  his  Son  ? 

I forget  j I believe  about  a Week  ago. 

Do  you  know,  or  have  ever  heard,  that 
any  improper  Perfons  have  been  admitted 
into  His  Majelty’s  Apartment,  to  make  that 
Order  necefiary  ? 

No  j I know  of  no  improper  Perfons. 

By  what  Authority  do  you  underftand  that 
Order  to  have  been  iflued  ? 

J was  told  it  was  put  up  at  Dr.  Willis’s 
Defire. 

Whether  you  ever  learnt  what  Authority 
Dr.  Willis  had  for  putting  up  that  Order  ? 

I think  I heard  him  fay  he  thought  too 
many  People  went  in  to  the  King,  and  that 
the  Chancellor  advifed  him  to  do  that,  or 

fomething  elfe,  to  prevent  it. 

• — 

Had  too  many  or  any  improper  People 
keen  admitted,  to  your  Knowledge  ? 


Not 
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Not  to  my  Knowledge; — I was  not  con- 
ftantly  there,  therefore  cannot  tell. 

Were  not  Three  Perfons  of  Dr  Willis’s 
own  Family,  himfelf  included,  of  the 
Number  of  thofe  who  went  in  to  the 
King? 

Yes. 

Is  there  not  on°  of  that  Family  who  is  no 
Medical  Attendant  ? 

One  of  them  is  a Clergyman,  and,  I 
believe,  does  not  call  himfelf  a Phy-* 
fician. 

i ‘ . # • 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne  know  whether  any 
Perfons  have  gone  in  to  His  Majefty  at  im- 
proper Times  ?] 

No ; I do  not. 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne  know  whether  His 
Majefty  has,  or  has  not,  been  prevented 
from  fleeping  by  the  Circumftance  of  any 
Perfons  going  into  His  Room  ? 

No. — I do  not  know  that, 

Flas  He  been  prevented  from  fleeping  ? 

I do  not  know. 

I 
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Did  Dr.  Gifborne  underftand  by  that 
Order,  that  the  Phyficians  themfelves  were 
not  to  be  permitted  to  fee  the  King,  without 
Dr.  Willis’s,  or  his  Son’s,  Permiflion  ? 

The  Words  of  the  Paper  are,  that  no 
Perfons,  except  the  Pages,  fhall  be  per- 
mitted. 

Then  you  did  underftand  it  to  extend  to 
the  Phyficians  ? 

Yes. 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne,  when  he  goes  to  Kew, 
make  Enquiry  of  all  or  any  of  the  Four  Me- 
dical Attendants,  who  are  in  conftant  waiting 
on  His  Majefty,  to  afiift  himfelf  by  their  In- 
formation in  forming  his  Opinion  on  the 
King’s  State  ? 

Yes,  I do. 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne  conceive  that  he  fhould 
be  deprived  of  the  Means  of  material  Infor- 
mation, if  all  thofe  Gentlemen  were  excluded 
from  Accefs  to  His  Majefty’s  Apartment? 

Yes. 

Did  Dr.  Gifborne  hear  of  any  Difpute,  or 
material  Difference  of  Opinion,  which  had 
arifen  on  Friday  the  2d  Inftant,  between 
Dr.  Willis  and  Dr.  Warren  ? 

None, 
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None,  relative  to  the  Treatment  of  His 

/ Majefty, 

Did  you  hear  of  any  fuch  Difpute,  o t 
Difference  of  Opinion,  relative  to  the  State 
or  Condition  of  His  Majefty  ? 

No. 

"Whether,  in  Dr.  Gifborne’s  Opinion,  the 
Four  Medical  Affiftants,  who  are  in  conftant 
Attendance  on  His  Majefty,  are  not  compe- 
tent to  give  Information  worthy  the  Atten- 
tion of  this  Committee,  in  Addition  to  that 
of  the  Phyficians  ? 

Yes,  furely. 

Whether  any  Medicine  is  adminiftered  to 
the  King,  by  the  Prefcription  of  Dr.  Willis, 
unknown  to  the  other  Phyficians  ? 

No. 

Whether  there  has  been  any  particular 
Medicine,  at  the  Suggeftion  of  Dr.  Willis, 
and  foon  after  his  Arrival,  adminiftered  tQ 
the  King  ? 

Not  without  Confultation  of  the  reft, 
that  I know  off 

Docs 
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Does  Dr.  Gifborne  recollect  Dr  Willis 
having  recommended  any  particular  Medi- 
cine, in  order  to  meet  and  counteract  what 
he.  Dr.  Willis,  conceived  to  be  the  Caufe 
of  His  Majefty’s  Malady  ? 

I do  not  think  I underftand  the  Queftion. 

Does  not  Dr.  Gifborne  imagine,  from  this 
Account  given  by  Dr.  Willis,  viz.  “ That 
*f  from  the  particular  Detail  of  His  Majefty’s 
“ Mode  and  Manner  of  Life  for  27  Years,  I 
tc  do  imagine,  that  weighty  Bufinefs,  feverc 
“ Exercife,  and  too  great  Abftemioufnefs, 
<f  and  little  Reft,  has  been  too  much  for  His 
tc  Conftitutiori.  It  is  very  early  to  give  an 
“ Opinion,  and  I may  be  miftaken*  but  I am 
<c  the  more  inclined  to  think  myfelf  right, 
“ becaufe  the  Medicine  that  has  been  given 
u His  Majefty  ever  fince  Sunday  Morning, 
and  was  intended  to  meet  and  counteract 
“ thofe  Caufes,  has  had  as  much  EffeCt  as  I 
<c  could  wifli,”  that  Dr.  Willis  refers  to 
fome  Medicine  recommended  by  himfelf? 

I fuppofe  he  does. 

What  was  that  Medicine,  which  had  the 
Effect  ftated  by  Dr.  Willis,  in  counteracting 
thofe  Caufes  of  His  Majefty’s  Malady, 

G namely. 
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namely,  tc  weighty  Bufmefs,  fevere  Exercife, 
“ too  great  Abftemioufnefs,  and  little  Reft, 
“ for  a Courfe  of  27  Years  ?” 

I have  not  the  Recipe  in  my  Pocket. 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne  recollect,  whether  there 
was  any  Thing  peculiar  and  new  in  the  Me- 
dicine? 

The  Medicine  was  approved  of  in  Con- 
fultation  by  us  all. 

Have  you  no  Recollection  what  it  was,  it 
having  produced,  as  Dr.  Willis  ftates,  as 
much  EffeCt  as  he  could  with,  and  counter- 
acting all  thofe  Caufes  ? 

I think  thefe  are  Queftions  for  Dr.  Willis 
alone  to  anfwer. 

Had  the  Medicine,  in  your  Judgment, 
any  EffeCt  in  meeting  and  countera<5ting 
thofe  Caufes  ? 

I think  none  of  our  Medicines  have  had 
the  Effect  to  be  wiihed. 

Was  His  Majefty  gradually  better,  from 
the  firft  Six  Hours  after  He  took  it,  to  the 
Time  of  your  former  Examination  before 
the  Committee  ? 

v 

'Not  materially,  that  I know  of. 
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- Whether,  fince  the  Order  alluded  to,  Dr. 
Gifborne  continues  to  have  every  Means  of 
Obfervation  and  Information  which  he 
deems  neceffary  to  direfl  his  Judgment  upon 
the  actual  State  of  His  Majefty’s  Health  ? 

Yes  I have. 

\ 

Whether  Dr.  Gifborne  obferves  any  ma- 
terial Difference  in  His  Majefty,  at  fuch 
Times  as  he  vifits  Him  in  the  Prefence  of 
Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son,  and  at  fuch  Times 
when  neither  of  thofe  Gentlemen  are  pre- 
fent  ? 

I think  He  is  more  quiet  .when  they  are 
prefen t ? 

Does  Dr.  Gifborne  know  that  any  of  the 
Four  Medical  Afilftants  have  at  any  Time 
been  refufed  Admiffion  to  his  Majefly,  and 
thereby  prevented  from  procuring  the  Infor- 
mation neceffary  to  be  laid  before  the  Phyfi- 
cians  ? 

I really  do  not  know. 

Has  Dr.  Gifborne  ever  heard  them  com- 
plain of  any  fuch  Refufal  ? 

I have  not  heard  them  complain. 

Whether,  before  that  Order,  any  of  the 
Medical  Attendants  fawhis  Majefty  eafly  in 
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the  Morning  before  any  of  the  PhyficianSj  f)r 
fat  up  with  him  in  the  Night  ? 

Yes — they  have,  I believe,  got  up  to  Him 
in  the  Night — I believe  they  never  fat  up 
with  Him — they  have  feen  Him  early  in  the 
Morning  before  the  Phyficians, 

Whether,  fince  that  Order,  they  have  been 
permitted  to  fee  Him  as  ufual,  without  Dr. 
Willis  or  his  Son’s  being  prefent  ? 

I don’t  know. 

Since  that  Order,  in  what  manner,  when 
thofe  medical  Gentlemen  are  called  upon  by 
the  Phyficians,  do  they  make  that  Report  ? 
— do  they  make  it  in  the  prefence  of  Dr, 
Willis  and  his  Son,  or  by  themfelves  ? 

It  is  accidental  whether  they  are  prefent 
or  not. 

Dr.  Gifborne  having  obferved,  that  in  the 
Prefence  of  Dr.  Willis  or  his  Son,  his  Majeftv 
is  more  quiet,  he  thinks — Whether  Dr.  Gif- 
borne apprehends  that  the  reducing  a Patient 
labouring  under  His  Diforder  into  a State  of 
Quiet,  is,  or  is  not,  likely  to  be  one  of  the 
Meaqs  of  bringing  about  His  Recovery  ? 

I think  Quiet  to  be  good  for  fuch  Pa- 
tients. 

Whether, 
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Whether,  if  the  Effect  of  Dr  Willis’s  Pre* 
fence  is  to  render  His  Majefty  more  quiet, 
it  does  not  make  any  Judgment  formed  of 
the  State  of  His  Majefty’s  Mind  at  that 
Time  more  uncertain  ? 

No, 

Whether  Dr.  Gifborne  does  not  think 
that  the  Judgment  formed  of  the  State  of  - 
His  Majefty’s  Mind,  by  a Phyfician  feeing 
His  Majefty  in  the  Prefence  of  Dr.  Willis, 
might  be  different  from  that  which  he  would 
form  if  Dr.  Willis  was  notprefent? 

Not  if  he  were  a Phyfician  of  Judgment, 

Whether  Dr.  Gifborne,  in  his  Confcience, 
thinks,  after  duly  attending  to  all  the  Cir- 
cumftances  of  His  Majefty’s  Cafe  which  he 
has  related  to  this  Committee,  and  to  all  the 
Circumftances  of  His  Majefty’s  Cafe  which 
have  fallen  under  his  Obfervation,  or  come 
to  his  Knowledge,  and  notwithftanding  any 
difputes  which  may  have  taken  place  between 
His  Majefty’s  Phyficians,  or  any  of  them, 
either  relative  to  His  Majefty’s  Cafe,  or 
other  Subjedls,  that  His  Majefty’s  Chance 
of  Recovery  is  greater,  or  lefs,  than  it  was, 
or  as  good  as  it  was,  when  Dr.  Gifborne  was 
examined  here  by  the  former  Committee  ? 

The 
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The  Time  elapfed  is  Ihrort,  and  therefore 
I think  the  Chance  as  good. 

Withdrew. 


The  Reverend  Do&or  FRANCIS  WILLIS, 
again  called  in,  and  examined. 

’ - — . * r ‘ ^ 'v  • . 

Whether,  the  feveral  Circumftances  of 
His  Majefty’s  Cafe,  which  have  fallen  within 
your  Obfervation,  or  come  to  your  Know- 
ledge, being  duly  attended  to,  you,  in  your 
Confcience,  think  that  the  Chance  of  His 
Majefty’s  Recovery  is  greater,  or  lefs,  than, 
or  as  good  as,  it  was  when  you  was  examined 
before  the  former  Committee  ? 

Much  greater. 

When  Dr.  Willis  fays,  that  the  Chance  of 
His  Majefty’s  Recovery  is  much  greater, 
does  he  found  his  Idea  that  the  Chance  is 
much  greater  upon  his  Obfervation  that,  in 
His  Majefty’s  Cafe,  fuch  Circumftances 
have  occurred  as  he  has  ufually  oblerved  in 
the  Cafe  of  Perfons  who  have  laboured  under 
the  fame  Malady  and  afterwards  recovered  ? 
Certainly.  Yes. 


Does 


t in  ] 

Does  Dr.  Willis  confider  His  Majefty’s 
Age  as  making  a material  Difference  in  the 
Chance  of  His  Majtfty’s  recovering  or  not 
recovering,  after  duly  attending  to  all  the 
Circumftances  of  His  Majefty’s  Cafe  which 
have  fallen  within  his  Obfervation,  and  come 
to  his  Knowledge  ? 

I do  not  judge  that  the  Age  is  of  any  Sig- 
nification, unlefs  the  Patient  had  been  afflic- 
ted before  with  the  fame  Malady. 

*•  - \ ' 

Dr.  Willis  having  ftated  to  the  Commit- 
tee, that  His  Majefty,  a Fortnight  ago, 
would  take  up  Books  and  could  not  read 
a Line,  but  that  He  will  now  read  feveral 
Pages,  and  make,  in  his  Opinion,  very  good 
Remarks  upon  the  Subject;  Does  Dr.  Wil- 
lis’s Obfervation  and  Experience  of  what 
has  happened  in  other  Cafes,  enable  him  to 
fay  that  fuch  a Circumftance  does,  or  does 
not,  afford  him  a more  folid  Ground  of 
Hope  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery,  than  he 
had  when  he  was  examined  before  the  former 
Committee  ? 

Certainly  a more  folid  Ground  of  Hope 
of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery. 

Is  that  Hope  the  Effefl  of  the  Dotftor’s 

1 Judgment, 
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Judgment,  formed  upon  his  Experience  of 
Twenty-feven  or  Twenty-eight  Years? 

Certainly. 

\ ' 1 

In  the  Judgment  of  Dr.  Willis,  who  has 
fa:d  that  His  Majefty  is  very  irritable,  is  His 
Majefty  more  or  lefs  frequently  in  an  aftual 
State  of  Irritation  than  He  Was  about  the 
Time  when  Drs  Willis  was  examined  before 
the  former  Committee  ? 

Nothing  near  fo  frequently  irritated ; and 
■when  irritated,  the  Irritation  does  not  laft  a 
Tenth  Part  fo  long. 

Has  Dr.  Willis*  in  his  Obfervation  and  Ex- 
perience* or  has  he  not,  remarked,  that  a 
Change  of  the  fame  Nature  has  ufually  taken 
Place  in  the  Cafe  of  Patients  who  have  after* 
wards  recovered  ? 

Yes. 

Dr.  Willis  havi'  g faid,  in  his  Examination 
before  the  former  Committee,  that  his  Ma* 
jelly’s  Irritation  had  then  in  a great  Meafure 
fubfided;  Did  Dr.  Willis  mean,  when  he  fo 
exprefied  himfelf,  that  the  Irritation  was  at 
that  Time  lefs  than  it  had  been  when  he  firft 
faw  His  Majefty  ? or  did  he  mean  to  fuggeft* 
that  the  Irritation  had  then  fubfided  in  loch 
a Drgree  as  to  make  what  Dr.  Willis  calls 
firm  Coercion  unneceftary  ? 
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I was  at  that  Time  in  Hopes  that  the  Ir- 
ritability would  not  be  fo  great  as  to  require 
any  firm  Coercion  ■,  and  perhaps,  had  there 
been  no  Blitters  applied  to  His  Majefty’s 
Legs,  which  had  an  Effedl  upon  His  ner- 
vous Syttem,  which  I was  not  aware  of,  from 
being  told  that  His  Majetty  was  fcarce  fen- 
fible  of  the  Blitters  that  had  been  applied  at 
Vv  indfor,  there  never  would  have  been  any 
Occafion  for  fuch  Coercion  ; but  His  Ma- 
jefty’s Blitters  not  operating  kindly,  had  a 
very  extraordinary  E ffedt,'  as  I thought,  upon 
His  whole  Syttem,  and  made  me.  fenfible 
that  we  were  wrong  in  applying  the  Blitters 
though  perhaps  in  the  End  they  may  not 
have  retarded  a Cure.-For  the  fame  Medi- 
cines that.  I apprehend  had  abated  His  Ma- 
jerty’s  Irritability  at  that  Time,  have  been 
continued  ever  iince,  except  about  Eight 

Days;  and  I have  Reafon  to  think  -has 
had  the  intended  Effedl. 

Whether,  in  Point  of  Fadl,  when  Dr.  Wil- 
ks was  examined  before  the  former  Commit- 
tee, His  Majefty’s  Irritation  at  that  Time 
had  in  a great  Meafure  fubfided  ? 

It  had  fubfided  greatly,  in  Comparifon  to 
what  it  was  when  I firft  came,  and  firft  faw 
His  Majetty,  and  gave  me  great  Hopes  that 
the  Medicine  was  given  with  a proper  in- 
tention. 
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What  did  the  Med  cine,  wnich  has  had 
the  Effedt  you  fpeak  of,  confift  of? 

The  Bark  and  Saline  Medicines  occafion- 
ally.  The  Bark  fometimes  every  four  Hours, 
and  fometimes  a Saline  Draught. 

Whether  any  Pills  were  Part  of  this  Syf- 
tem  of  Medicine  ? 

We  thought  it  neceffary  to  give  occafion- 
ally,  within  thofe  Eight  Days,  Alterative 
Pills,  with  a very  trifli  g Part  of  Calomel. 

Whether  His  Majefty  had  not  taken  Bark 
before  you  prefcribed  for  him  ? 

I underftood  His  Majefty  had  at  Windfor, 
for  one  Day  or  two, — but  I do  not  know  •, — 
upon  Enquiry,  it  was  thought  His  Majefty 
was  calmer  afterwards. 

Whether  the  Medicine  which  you  menti- 
oned in  .your  Examination  before  the  former 
Committee,  as  having  been  given  His  Ma- 
jefty fince  the  Sunday  preceding  that  Ex- 
amination, was,  according  to  the  Accounts 
which  you  had  received,  underftood  to  be 
different  from  the  Medicine  which  His  Ma- 
jefty had  been  in  the  Courfe  of  taking  for 
fome  Time  before  that  Sunday  ? 

Very  different,  to  the  beft  of  my  Memory 
and  Information — Indeed  it  was  mentioned 

on 
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to  me,  that  it  was  intended  to  give  His  Ma- 
jefty that  Medicine,  if  they  had  not  expected 
my  coming. 

Whether  you,  when  you  firft  attended  His 
Majefty,  did  not  look  over  the  File  of  Pre- 
fcriptions  made  before  you  came  to  attend 
His  Majefty  ? 

I did  not,  but  had  a general  Account 
from  Dr.  Warren,  as  we  went  down  to  Kew, 
what  Medicines  had  been  given. 

Dr.  Willis  having  faid,  in  his  Examination 
before  the  Commitcee,  that  he  kept  a Houfe 
for  Twenty-eight  Years  for  the  Reception  of 
Perfons  afflicted  with  this  Diforderj  Whether 
he  can  give  to  the  Committee  an  Account  of 
the  grofs  Number  of  Perfons  entertained  in 
his  Houfe,  from  his  firft  admitting  fuch 
Patients,  to  the  prefent  Time  ? 

I can  give  no  Account. 

If  you  can  give  no  Account  at  prefent, 
have  you  no  Means,  by  confulting  your  Pa- 
pers, of  giving  that  Information  to  the  Com- 
mittee ? 

Not  any — I have  not  kept  any  Account 
at  all. 

Can  you  inform  the  Committee  what 
Number  of  Ferlons  have  been  difmified  from 
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your  Houfe  as  radically  cured,  from  the  Be- 
ginning of  your  undertaking  this  Bufinefs? 

I can  give  no  Account;  nor  have  I been 
confined  to  One  Houfe  or  Ten  Houfe3,  be- 
caufeTputthe  Patients  to  fuch  Places  as 
fuited  their  pecuniary  Circumftances. 

H aving  faid  that  this  Bufinefs  was  not 
confined  to  one,  but  to  many  Houfes,  whe- 
ther you  can  give  any  Account  upon  the 
Whole  of  the  Number  of  Perfons  radically 
cured  ? 

Not  at  all. 

If  you  can  give  no  Account  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  Number  of  Perfons  that 
have  been  received  at  your  Houles,  and  no 
Account  of  the  Number  of  Patients  that 
have  been  difmiffed  from  your  Ploufes  as 
radically  cured,  upon  what  Ground  did  you 
fay,  in  your  former  Examination,  that  you 
do  not  think  you  fhould  fpeak  falfe,  if  you 
faid,  .that  Nine  out  of  Ten,  of  thofe  that  had 
been  put  under  your  Care,,  within  Three 
Months  after  they  had  begun  to  be  afflicted 
with  the  Diforder,  had  recovered  ? 

My  firft  Calculation  and  Obfervation,  con- 
cerning the  Numbers  cured,  was  from  my 
remarking  that  the  firft  Fifteen  were  cured  ; 
and  I had  often  recollected,  upon  Retrofpec- 
tion,  that  Ten  had  gone  together,  and  that 

I very 
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I very  rarely  miffed  curing  any  that  I had  fo 
early  under  my  Care:  I mean  radically  cured. 

Whether,  from  all  the  Circumftances  Dr. 
Willis  has  ftated,  in  his  Anfwers  to  the  pre- 
ceding Queftions,  relative  to  the  aftual  State 
of  His  Majefty’s  Health,  he  has  Reafon  to 
entertain  Hopes  of  His  Majeffy’s  more 
fpeedy  Recovery,  than  when  he  was  examin- 
ed before  the  former  Committee  ? 

Yes. 

Upon  what  particular  Grounds  are  thofe 
Hopes  founded  ? 

Becaufe  every  bad  Symptom  is  abated— 
and  His  Majefty  will  attend  to  any  Subjeft, 
in  a much  better  Manner  than  I ever  hoped 
he  woilld  do  within  this  Period  of  Time. 

'Whether,  in  thofe  Patients,  who  have 
been  compleatly  cured  within  Five  or  Six 
Months,  aconfiderable  Progrefs  towards  Atfts 
of  Convaleicence  has  been  generally  made 
within  the  firft  Month  ? 

No. 

Has  the  Progrefs  now  made  in  His  Ma- 
jefty s Cafe,  been  as  great,  or  greater,  than 
has  been  ufually  made  within  the  fame  Time 
in  fuch  Cafes  ? 

I think  greater. 

In 
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In  Dr.  Willis’s  Anfwer  to  the  Second 
Queftion  put  to  him  when  he  was  laft  exa- 
mined before  this  Committee,  why  has  he 
fpoken  lefs  pofitively  of  the  Certainty  of  His 
Majefty’s  Cure,  as  at  prefent  fituated,  than 
he  would  of  a Patient  under  the  fame  In- 
difpofition  in  his  Houfe  ? 

On  account  of  His  Station  in  Life,  which 
requires  more  Attendance,  and  morePerfons 
to  fee  His  Majefty  : Alfo,  His  Majefty’s 
Ideas  of  who  He  is,  and  the  Feelings  that 
His  prefent  Indilpofition  may  occafion. 

Whether  Patients  labouring  under  this  In- 
difpofition,  while  under  Dr.  Willis’s  Care, 
are  ufually  under  fuch  a Degree  of  Controul 
in  his  Prefence,  as  to  influence  their  Con- 
verfation  and  Behaviour  ? 

Very  frequently. 

Whether  a Perfon,  who  has  not  particu- 
larly dedicated  himfelf  to  this  Branch  of  Me- 
dicine, is  able  to  form  a certain  Judgment 
of  the  State  of  the  Mind  of  a Patient  fo  af- 
flicted, by  feeing  and  converfing  ‘with  fuch 
Patient  only  in  the  Prefence  of  Dr.  Willis, 
or  of  any  other  Perfon  who  has  acquired  the 
fame  Degree  of  Influence  over  the  Patient  ? 

Yes,. 
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Yes,  if  they  converfe  with  them  for  a 
Length  of  Time  and  frequently. 

Dr.  Willis  having  faid  that  he  can  give  no 
Account  of  the  Numbers  who  have  been 
under  his  Care,  he  is  defired  to  inform  the 
Committee,  as  well  as  he  can  from  Memory, 
what  the  Number  may  have  been  ? 

They  certainly  amount  to  many  Hun- 
dreds; I have  attended  many  in  Notting- 
hamfhire  and  Yorkihire,  who  were  not  in 
my  Houfe. 

Dr.  Willis  having  faid  that  his  firft  15 
Patients  were  cured,  and  had  often  reCol- 
leded,  on  RetrofpeCtion,  that  10  had  gone 
together  ; does  he  mean  to  fay,  that  he  had  B 
often  recollected  one  Inftance  of  10  going 
together,  or  that  he  had  recollected  many 
Indances  of  10  going  together? 

Several  Inftances  of  10  going  away  fuc- 
ceilively. 

Does  Dr.  Willis  mean  that  10  Perfons, 
who  had  come  fucceffively  one  after  another, 
had  all  gone  away  cured,  confequently  that 
no  one  of  thofe  10  had  remained  uncured? 

I mean  that. 


From 
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From  Dr.  Willis’s  Obfervations  upon  His 
Majefty  fince  his  Examination  before  the 
former  Committee,  is  he  confirmed  or  al- 
tered in  his  Opinion,  that  weighty  Bufinefs, 
fevere  Exercife,  too  great  Abflemioufnefs, 
and  little  Reft,  have  contributed  to  occafion 
His  Majefty’s  prefent  Complaint  ? 

Yes,  confirmed. 

*•  . 1 * "*  r 

From  whence  do  you  derive  this  Confir- 
mation of  your  Opinion  ? 

From  Quiet  and  the  Effedl  of  tonic  Me- 
dicines. 

* ; ■ • t 

Whether  thofe  Circumftances  which  Dr. 
Willis  has  particularly  mentioned  in  dating 
the  Ground  of  his  more  favourable  Hopes 
of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery,  have  been  com- 
municated or  known  to  the  other  Phyfi- 
cians  ? 

I have  told  the  Phyficians  my  Opinion, 
and  gave  my  Reafons  for  it,  and  have  kept 
nothing  a Secret  from  them. 

Whether  the  Pills  you  mention  to  have 
been  given  His  Majefty  within  thefe  Eight 

Days 
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Days-,  have  been  given  upon  youf  Suggef- 
tion  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  you  recoiled  if  any  Pill,  with  a 
Portion  of  Calomel  in  it,  had  been  given  a 
little  before  the  Time  of  your  former  Exa- 
mination? 

Yes  j it  was  the  Firft  Night  I came,  I be- 
lieve it  made  T wo  Pills  3 and  it  was  thought 
right  that  His  Majefty  fhould  have  a Ca- 
thartic Draught  the  Morning  after,  in  order 
to  prepare  Him  for  the  Bark. 

...  ' » » > * 

Whether  the  Calomel  Pills  were  the  Me- 
dicine which  you  alluded  to,  when,  in  your 
former  Examination,  you  fay,  <f  that  the 
“ Medicine  given  His  Majefty  ever  fince 
“ Sunday  Morning,  and  intended  to  meet 
tf  and  counterad  the  Caufes  of  His  Ma- 
“ jefty’s  Malady,  had  had  as  much  Effed  as 
“ cyou  ould  wilh  ?” 

The  Pills  and  the  Draught  wete,  as  I faid 
before,  preparative  to  His  taking  the  Bark, 
which  was  the  Medicine  I alluded  to. 

Whether  the  Bark  was  given*  at  the  Time 
alluded  to,  by  your  Suggeftion  ? 

Yes. 

Withdrew. 
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Doflor  RICHARD  WARREN  again 
called  in,  and  examined. 

Dr.  Warren  defires  the  Two  following 
Queftions  and  Anfwers  to  be  read}  viz. 

CL  “ Whether  Dr.  Warren  ever  faw  any 
tf  Paper,  purporting  to  be  a Copy  of  this 
ie  Letter  fuppofed  to  be  written  ac  Twelve 
fC  o’Clockat  Night}  and  if  he  did,  by  whom 
the  fame  was  fhewn  to  him  ? 

A.  <c  I do  not  recoiled  that  I ever  faw  a 
<c  Paper  purporting  to  be  a Copy  of  it. 

Ck.  <c  Can  Dr.  Warren  take  upon  himfelf 
te  to  fay,  that  he  never  did  fee  any  Paper 
“ purporting  to  be  a Copy  of  the  Letter  fup- 
<c  pofed  to  be  written  at  Twelve  o’Clock  ac 
« Night?’* 

A.  “ No ; 1 do  not  recoiled  that  I did,’* 

Dr.  Warren  then  ftated. 

Late  on  Wednefday  Night  the  Committee 
, alked  me,  Whether  I had  not  feen  a Copy, 
or  fomething  that  purported  to  be  the  Copy 
of  a Letter  luppofed  to  be  written  by  Dr. 
Willis  to  Mr.  Pitt  at  Twelve  o’Clock  ac 
Night,  during  the  Debate  on  the  Day  of  the 
Firft  Divifion  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  I 
could  not  at  that  Time  recoiled  any  Thing 
to  which  I could  apply  the  Word  “ Copy 

but 
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•but  the  next  Morning  I recollected,  that  on 
my  Arrival  at  Kew,  the  Day  after  I had 
heard  the  Rumour  of 'fuch  a Letter  being 
written.  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  informed  me, 
that  he  had  a Meffage  for  me  from  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  who  had  been  at  Kew  the 
Night  before,  and  had  ordered  him  to  de- 
liver the  Meffage  to  me  when  I fhould  come 
the  next  Morning.  Sir  Lucas  had  taken 
the  Meffage  down  in  Writing,  from  his 
Memory,  foon  after  the  Prince  left  him. 
The  Meffage  was  to  defire  me  to  enquire 
into  the  State  of  His  Majefty’s  Health  at  a 
particular  Time,  becaufe  the  Prince  had 
been  informed,  that  a Letter  had  been  writ- 
ten by  Dr.  Willis,  hating,  that  the  King 
was  in  a Very  good  Way  at  that  Time,  when 
the  Prince  had  underffood  that  he  really 
was  not  fo,  and  then  recited  other  Words  of 
the  fuppofed  Letter,  which  I cannot  recoi- 
led. I do  not  remember  that  I took  this 
Paper  from  Sir  Lucas.  I remember  that, 
in  talking  about  this  Letter,  I made  Ufe 
of  the  Word  “ Copy,”  when  I ought  rather 
to  have  faid,  that  I had  only  feen  an  Ac- 
count of  the  Letter  in  Writing.  The  Firft 
Account  of  fuch  Letter  being  written,  I 
learnt  from  Rumour;  the  next  Information 
that  I had  of  it  was  from  the  Meffage  deli- 
vered to  me  by  Sir  Lucas  Pepys. 

0.2 
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Whether,  in  confequence  of  the  Meflage 
delivered  to  Dr.  Warren  by  Sir  Lucas  Pe- 
pys,  he  did,  or  did  nor,  afterwards  inform 
the  Prince  of  Wales  of  the  Enquiry  which 
he  had  made,  with  relpefl  to  the  Truth  of 
the  fuppofed  Fa£t  which  was  the  Subject  of 
that  Meflage,  and  of  the  Circumftances 
■which  had  taken  place  between  Dr.  Warren 
and  Dr.  Willis,  in  confequence  of  that  En- 
quiry ? 

I did  •,  and  the  next  Day,  or  fecond  Day 
after,  I acquainted  the  Prince  that  I had 
done  wrong  with  refpedl  to  Dr.  Willis,  as  I 
could  not  find  that  any  Letter  had  been 
written  by  him  at  the  Time  mentioned ; 
that  I muft  retradl  what  I had  faid  to  Dr. 
Willis,  and  acknowledge  my  Error. — He 
approved  of  my  intended  Conduct. 

is  Dr.  Warren  ftill  unable  to  name  any 
Other  Perfoq  befides  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  from 
whom  he  received  Information  that  Dr. 
Warren  had  written  the  Letter  in  Queftion  ? 

I pofitively  declare,  that  I do  not  know 
from  whom  I firfl  heard  the  Report,  and  I 
paid  very  little  Attention  to  it  till  I received 
the  Meflage  from  Sir  Lucas. 

Had  Dr.  Warren,  upon  his  laft  Exami- 
nation, when  he  faid  that  he  did  not  recol- 

left 
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left  from  whom  he  received  his  Information, 
that  the  Letter  mentioned  in  the  former 
Queftion  had  been  written,  and  faid,  that 
the  Subftance  of  the"  fuppofed  Letter  had 
been  ftated  to  him  in  general  Terms,  for- 
gotten the  Circumftance  of  a Meftage  having 
been  delivered  to  him  from  the  Prince  of 
Wales  by  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  upon  that  Sub- 
jeft,  fuch  as  he  has  now  liated  ? 

I declare  pofitively,  from  the  Fatigue  of 
Examination,  or  fome  other  Circumftance, 
I know  not  what,  I could  not  recolleft  it  ; 
I took  Pains  about  it  as  foon  as  I left  the 
Committee,  and,  as  I was  going  to  Kew 
the  next  Morning,  I gradually  made  it  out, 
and  immediately  determined  to  acquaint  the 
Committee  with  it  as  foon  as  I had  an  Op- 
portunity, though  I knew  it  was  at  the  Ex- 
pence of  appearing  to  have  concealed  the 
Truth  the  Night  before. 

When  did  Dr.  Warren  put  in  Writing 
what  he  had  thus  recollefted  on  his  Road  to 
Kew  ? 

Soon  after  I got  home  Yefterday. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  communicate  this  Paper 
to  any  Body  before  he  read  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee f 
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I communicated  it  to  my  Brother  this 
Morning;  I read  it  to  the  Prince  of  Wales 
about  Noon  ; I.  read  it  over  with  my  Son 
this  Afternoon. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  underftand  that  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  having  heard  the  fame 
Report  which  he  (Dr.  Warren)  had  heard 
before,  defired'  Dr.  Warren  through  Sir 
Lucas  Pepys,  to  enquire  into  thefe  contra- 
dictory Reports,  as  ftated  in  the  MefTage 
delivered  by  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  ? 

Yes. 

Did  the  Prince  of  Wales  direct  Dr.  War- 
ren to  take  any  further  Meafure,  or  to  make 
any  Communication  to  any  other  Perfon  on 
the  Subjeft. 

No. — I am  not  quite  fure  whether  he  did 
not  defire  me  to  fpeak  to  the  Chancellor 
upon  it. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  knows,  or  has  any 
Reafon  to  believe,  that  Dr.  Willis  has 
figned  more  favourable  Accounts  of  the 
King’s  Health  than  Dr.  Willis  believed  to 
be  true,  though  Dr.  Warren  differed  in  Opi- 
nion with  him  ? 

I cannot  poffibly  tell  what  Dr.  Willis  be- 
lieves. 


Quell  ion 
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Queftion  repeated. 

I do  not  know  j I cannot  affign  any  Rea- 
fon  to  believe  ir,  but  that  it  differs  very  much 
from  my  own  Way  of  thinking. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  received  any 
Advice,  Counfel,  or  Command,  from  any 
Perfon,  to  reprefent  the  King’s  Malady  in  a 
worfe  Condition  than  he  found  it  ? 

No. 


From  whom  did  Dr.  Warren  receive  Di- 
rections, and  to  whom  did  he  conceive  him- 
fe If  accountable,  in  his  Condud  and  Attend- 
ance on  His  Majefty,  while  His  Majefty 
remained  at  Windfor,  fince  the  Commence- 
ment of  His  prefent  Malady  ? 

The  Prince  of  Wales. 

Did  the  Prince  of  Wales  then  take  upon 
him  to  direct  that  the  Orders,  Advice,  and 
Regulations  of  the  Phyficians  fhould  be  duly 
carried  into  Execution  ? 

Yes. 

Whether,  fince  the  Order  alluded  to,  for- 
bidding any  Perfon  to  go  into  the  King’s 
Room,  except  introduced  by  Dr.  Willis  or 

his 
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Ills  Son,  Dr.  Warren  has  continued  to  have 
fuch  Means  of  Obfervation  and  Information 
as  are  fufficient  to  enable  him  to  form  an 
accurate  Judgment  upon  the  State  of  His 
Majefty’s  Health  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  obferved  any 
Difference  in  His  ' Majefty,  at  fuch  Times 
as  he  has  feen  and  converfed  with  His  Ma- 
jefty in  the  Prefence  of  Dr.  Willis  or  his 
Son,  and  at  fuch  Times  when  neither  of 
thofe  Gentlemen  were  prefent  ? 

A very  great  Difference;  when  Dr.  Willis 
or  his  Son  are  prefent.  His  Majefty  is  under 
great  Awe;  when  they  are  abfent,  He  talks 
and  ads  very  differently. 

Since  the  Order  alluded  to,  has  Dr.Warreri 
feen  His  Majefty,  except  in  the  Prefence  of 
one  of  the  Dr.  Willis’s  ? 

Ycfterday  I deftred  Dr.  John  Willis  to 
retire  while  I was  with  His  Majefty,  that  I 
might  obferve  the  Difference  of  his  Beha- 
viour, and  report  it  to  the  Committee,  if 
required — Dr.  Wills  retired  accordingly,  and 
His  Majefty  immediately  held  a Language 
very  different  from  that  which  He  ufed  while 
Dr.  Willis  was  prefent. 


Was 


[ ] 

"Was  any  other  Perfon  in  the  Room  befides 
Dr.  Warren,  when  Dr.  Willis  retired  ? 

Two  of  the  Pages. 

Whether,  notwithftanding  the  Order  al- 
luded to.  Dr.  Warren  ftill  continues  to  think 
himfelf  fully  authorized  to  vifit  His  Majefty 
as  often  as  he  fhall  judge  necefiary,  without 
either  of  the  Dr.  Willis’s  being  prcfent  ? 

I have  made  it  a Rule,  ever  fince  Dr. 
Willis  came,  not  to  go  in  without  ailcing  the 
Doftor  or  his  Son,  whether  it  was  a proper 
Time  ; but  I fhould  go  in,  notwithftanding 
that  Order,  if  I thought  there  was  a Necef- 
fity  for  it. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  does  not  think,  that 
it  is  in  general  difcreet  to  afk  Dr.  Willis  or 
his  Son,  whether  the  Time  at  which  Dr. 
Warren  propofes  to  go  into  His  Majefty’s 
Room,  was  a proper  Time  for  that  Purpofe, 
fuppofing  there  is  no  particular  Neceflity  for 
afting  otherwife  ? 

Certainly, 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  ever  been  prefent 
with  His  Majefty,  when  He  has  entertained 
Himfelf  with  Reading  ? 
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Has  it  been  for  any  confiderable  Space  of 
Time,  and  upon  a Subjedt  which  would  re- 
quire much  Thinking? 

I have  never  feen  him  read  more  than  a 
Line  and  an  Half  at  a Time. 

Has  that  been  lately  ? 

The  Third  Time  from  hence  that  I was 
there — on  Sunday  laft,  I think. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  thinks  that  the 
King’s  Malady  is  lefs  at  thofe  Times  of 
Reading  than  at  any  other  Times? 

His  Manner  of  Reading,  when  I have 
been  prel'ent,  is  a ftrong  Proof  of  the  Ex- 
iftence  of  His  Malady. 

Whether  or  no,  the  Patient  fufFering  any 
Writings  or  Difcourfes  to  be  read  without 
Interruption,  by  Perfons  who  have  acquired 
any  Influence  over  him,  appears  to  Dr. 
Warren  to  be  any  Symptom  of  Conva- 
lefcence  ? 

No. 

* r.  , 

Whether  or  no,  fince  the  Commence* 
ment  of  the  King’s  Malady,  the  Phyficians 
have  employed  whatever  Succours  the  Rules 

of 


[ i3i  ] 

of  their  Art,  or  their  Experience,  have  fug- 
gefted  to  them  towards  His  Recovery  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  or  no  there  are  not  certain  Dif- 
tempers  fupervening  on  the  original  Malady, 
fuch  as  Fever,  which  are  fometimes  known 
to  aid  in  the  Cure  of  this  Diftemper  ? 

Yes. 

t 

Whether  any  Fever  has  come  upon  His 
Majefty  fince  the  Commencement  of  His 
Malady  ? 

Yes. 

v . ;*  . *r  Hi  ll < 

\ . 

Has  the  Diforder  abated,  in  any  remark- 
able Manner,  in  confequence  of  that  Fever  ? 
No. 

■ / / 

Has  not  His  Majefty  had  frequent  and 
refrelhing  Sleep  from  Time  to  Time  ? 

Yes. 

Has  not  that  been  known  to  be  of  fovereign 
Ufe  in  the  Cure  of  this  Malady  ? 

A Perfon  Tick  in  this  Manner  is  not  likely 
to  get  well  without  Sleep  j but  he  may  fre- 

R 2 quently 
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quently  have  refrefhing  Sleep  without  ad- 
vancing in  his  Cure. 


How  has  it  been  in  this  Cafe  ? 

Sleep  has  produced  no  Advancement  to- 
wards the  Cure. 

Has  any  rational  Mode  of  Controul  and 
Coercion  been  omitted  ? 

Not  that  l know  of,  fince  His  Majefty 
came  to  Kew. 

• Whether  any  Progrefs  towards  a Cure  has 
been  obferved  in  confequence  of  this  Con- 
troul ? 

;■  No, 

What  was  the  Method  which  the  Phyficians 
meant  to  purfue,  in  the  Medical  Treatment 
of  His  Majefty,  immediately  previous  to  the 
Arrival  of  Dr.  Willis  ? 

The  Method  that  we  had  fettled  to  purfue, 
was  that  of  endeavouring  to  reftore  His  Ma- 
jefty to  the  beft  bodily  Health  we  could  ; to 
make  His  Conftitution,  if  we  poffibly  could, 

fuch  a one  as  a healthy  Man  has  at 'Fifty. 

^/Ye  attempted  to  give  His  Majefty  the  Bark 
4 Twice, 
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Twice,  I believe  at  Windfor,  but  fome  Cir- 
eumftance  arifing,  either  from  Fever,  or 
fome  other  Caufe,  prevented  our  going  on 
with  it. — It  was  determined,  I think,  juft 
before  Dr.  Willis  came,  that  the  Bark  Ihould 
be  attempted  again  •,  but  it  was  poftponed  till 
the  Arrival  of  Dr.  Willis,  that  we  might 
talk  with  him  upon  the  Subject. — I carried 
Dr.  Willis  to  Kew  in  my  Chaife,  and  gave 
him  an  Account  of  His  Majefty’s  Mode  of 
Living,  former  Habits,  and  prefent  Difeafe. 

He  agreed  with  me,  that  an  Endeavour  to 

reftore  the  Conftitution  by  the  Bark,  and 
Occafionally  adding  fome  other  Medicines, 
which  we  difcourfed  about,  was  the  moll 
likely  Way  to  reftore  His  Majefty’s  Health 
again. — His  Majefty  was  immediately  put 
under  this  Courfe. 

Is  Dr.  Warren  quite  fure  that  the  Return 
of  the  Ufe  of  the  Bark,  after  Dr.  Willis’s 
Arrival,  did  not  happen  on  the  Suggeftion  of 
Dr.  Willis  ? 

It  did  not  happen  on  the  Suggeftion  of  Dr. 
Willis. 

Whether  the  Medicines  juft  ftated  by  Dr. 
Warren  to  have  been  ufed  during  the  Period 

imme* 
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immediately  preceding  Dr.  Willis’s  Arrival, 
were  not  of  the  Clafs  called  Tonics  ? 

I think  they  were  not  j but  Medicines 
preparatory  to  the  Ufe  of  the  Bark. 

Whether  Tonics  had  not  been  ufed  a fliort 
Time  previous  to  Dr.  Willis’s  Arrival  ? 

I do  not  recoiled  any  Tonic  but  Bark. 

Whether  the  Bark  itfelf  is  not  of  that 
Clafs  of  Medicines  called  Tonic  ? 

It  is. 

What  new  Medicines,  not  in  the  previous 
Intentions  of  the  Phyficians,  were  fuggefted 
by  him,  previous  to  the  Time  of  his  Exa- 
mination before  the  former  Committee  ? 

One  of  the  firfl;  Things  he  propofed  was 
Calomel. 

What  Benefits  were  had  from  the  Calo- 
mel ? 

None,  with  refped  to  the  main  Com- 
plaint. 

Whether  or  no  there  has  not  been  frequent 
Returns  of  Irritation,  fince  the  Time  of 
Dr.  Willis’s  Attendance  on  the  King  ? 

Yes. 


Were 
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Were  the  Returns  of  thefe  Irritations  ow- 
ing to  the  Ufe  of  Blifters? 

Dr.  Willis  was  of  Opinion,  and  declared, 
that  he  never  knew  Blifters  applied  to  the 
Legs  of  fuch  a Patient  without  Benefit : 
The  Blifters  were  applied,  and,  contrary  to 
what  happened  when  Blifters  were  applied 
before,  produced  much  Sorenefs  and  Pain. 
The  Pain  undoubtedly  made  His  Majefty 
much  more  unquiet,  increafed  the  Ne- 
cefiity  of  Coercion,  but  did  not  appear  to 
me  to  increafe  or  diminifti  the  grand  Ma- 
lady. 

Whether  or  no  Dr.  Willis  confented  to  the 
putting  on  of  thefe  Blifters,  upon  a Repre- 
l'entation,  that  the  King,  when  at  Windfor, 
had  been  hardly  fenfible  of  Pain  from  them  ? 

That  Circumftance  was  mentioned  to  Dr. 
Willis,  but  I could  not  think  it  his  Motive 
for  confenting  to  the  putting  on  of  the 
Blifters,  becaufe  he  frequently  talked  of  the 
great  Benefit  that  Perfons,  afflicfted  like  His 
Majefty,  ufually  received  from  Blifters,  and 
mentioned,  if  I miftake  nor,  his  having 
cured  a Perfon  by  the  Application  of  feveral 
Blifters  at  once. 


Then 
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Then  there  was  no  Perfuafion  ufed  to  in- 
duce Dr.  Willis  to  confent  to  the  Ufe  of 
Blifters  ? 

No. 

At  what  Time,  to  the  beft  of  Dr.  Warren’s 
Recolledtior  ♦Fefe  Blifters  ufed  ? 

I believe  more  than  Three  Weeks 


Has  there  been  any  Irritation  fince  the 
bjiflered  Parts  have  been  healed  ? 

I am  not  quite  fure  that  they  are  healed 
now,  but  certainly  very  near  it. 

i 

Whether  or  no  Dr.  Warren  has  got  the 
Account  refpecling  the  Proportion  of  Perfons 
cured,  who  had  been  afflicted  with  the  Dif- 
order  about  the  Age  of  Fifty  ? 

I have  not  got  it— I will  endeavour  to  get 
it  before  the  Committee  breaks  up,  if  I pof- 
fibly  can. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren,  in  the  Difference 
of  Opinion  which  he  had  with  Dr.  Willis  on 
Friday  the  2d.  inftant,  told  Dr.  Willis  that  he 
fhould  think  no  Perfon  better,  till  they  were 
perfe&ly  well,  under  luch  an  Indifpofttion? 


ago. 


No. 


2 


Do 
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Do  you  recoiled  Dr.  Willis’s  afking  you, 
whether,  if  a Perfon  fo  indifpofed  IhouTd  not 
. fay  One  fenfible  Word  in  Twenty-four  Hours, 
and  the  next  Twenty-four  fay  but  One 
Word,  that  he  would  not  lay  if  he  was  not 
indifpofed,  whether  he  would  not  think  him 
better?  and,  if  fuch  a Queftion  was  pur, 
did  you  anfwer  to  this,  “ No  ” ? 

I don  t recoiled  that  that  Queftion  was  fo 

put,  therefore  can  fay  nothing  as  to  the 
Anfwer. 

* V 

\ 

- Do  you  recoiled  giving  any  Opinion  upon 
that  Subjed,  and  what  was  it? 

I ft  a ted  to  the  Dodor  my  Rule  of  deter- 
mining whether  Perfons  fo  indifpofed  had 
amended,  which  I mentioned  in  the  former 
Part  of  my  Examination,  and  the  Opinion  I 
gave  on  Recovery  was  founded  on  that  Rule. 

I remember  that  the  Dodrine  of  Recovery, 
as  derived  from  what  happens  in  a Fever,  was 
declared  by  me,  in  contradidion  to  Dr. 
Willis,  as  inapplicable  to  the  Diforder  in 
queftion. 

Did  you  ever  inform  Dr.  Wiilis,  that  it 
was  ufual  for  Phyficians  to  fign  their  Names 
to  Statements  of  Fads,  which  they  are  not 

S fure 


[ *38 

fare  are  true  and  correct,  for  the  fake  of 
Agreement  ? 

No,  nor  to  that  Effect. 

. 

Did  you  ever  inform  Dr.  Willis,  that  in 
fach  Matters  the  Opinion  of  One  faould  give, 
way  to  the  other  Two,  and  that  you  v/as 
farprized  he  faould  hefitate  about  it? 

No. 

Did  you  ever  endeavour,  by  any  vehement 
Argument  or  Difpute,  to  induce  Dr.  Willis 
to  fign  his  Name  to  any  Account  refpedling 
the  King’s  State,  contrary  to  his  Opinion  ? 

I have  endeavoured  by  Debate,  but  not 
by  vehement  Argument,  to  bring  the  Doftor 
over  to  my  Opinion,  but  never  to  perfuade 
him  to  aft  contrary  to  his  own. 

Do  you  confider  yourfelf  as  refponfible  in 
your  Chajadter  to  the  Public,  for  the  Truth 
of  the  Account  fent  to  St.  James’s,  provided 
you  fign  your  Name  ? 

Yes,  provided  you  do  not  mean  the  whole 
Truth. 

Should  you  not  confider  the  figning  your 
Name  to  any  fach  Account  of  the  King’s 

Health, 
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Health,  tending  to  deceive  the  Public  into  a 
lefs  favourable  Opinion  of  His  Majefty’s 
State  than  the  Fad:  warranted,  in  the  fame 
Point  of  View  as  giving  Information  tending 
to  miflead  this  Committee? 

Yes. 

If  there  has  been  any  Error  or  Imperfec- 
tion in  the  Accounts  fent  to  St.  James’s*  has 
it,  in  your  Opinion,  confifted  in  reprefen  t- 
ing  the  King’s  State  worfe  than  it  is  ? 

No. 

i 

When  did  Dr.  Warren  fee  His  Maiefty 
laft  ? 

Yefterday. 

In  what  State  did  you  then  leave  Him  ? 

No  better  than  fince  the  Commencement 
of  His  Diforder. 

Whether,  Dr.  Warren  having  faid,  in 
Anfwer  to  a Queftion  put  to  him  by  this 
Committee,  that  his  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 
Recovery  Hand  upon  the  fame  Foundation 
as  they  did  when  he  was  examined  before, 
excepting  that  a little  more  Time  has  pair- 
ed, which  does  not  add  to  his  Hopes,  but 
’.  S 2 is 
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is  fo  little  that  it  hardly  ought  to  fubtraft: 
from  them — that  is  Dr.  Warren’s  Opinion, 
after  attending  duly  to  all  the  Circumftances 
which  have  been  {fated  in  his  Examination 
now  relative  to  fupervening  Fever,  the  En- 
joyment of  Sleep,  the  Life  of  Coercion  and 
Controul,  the  frequent  Returns  of  Irritation, 
the  Effedl  of  ^lifters,  the  Differences  of 
Opinion  between  the  Phyficians,  and  all 
other  Circumftances  in  His  Majefty’s  Cafe, 
which  have  come  to  the  Knowledge,  or  fallen 
within  the  Obfervation,  of  Dr.  Warren  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  or  no,  in  fa£t,  there  has  exifted 
a Difference  of  Opinion  refpecfting  the 
Treatment  of  Elis  Majefty’s  Diforder  ? 

There  has  been  no  Difference  of  Opinion 
with  refpedt.to  His  Medicines  and  Diet. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  has  ever  known  a 
Cafe  of  fo  long  Difficulty  and  Continuance, 
and  where  fo  many  Phyficians  have  attended, 
where  there  was  lefs  Difference  of  Opinion  ? 

No,  with  refpetff  to  Medicines  and  Diet. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  thinks  that  the  Dif- 
ference of  Opinion,  refpe&ing  the  Signs  of 
6 Conva- 
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Convalefcence,  has  tended  to  forward,  or 
retard,  the  Cure,  or  to  alter  the  Mode  of 
Treatment  ? 

It  has  neither  forwarded  nor  retarded  the 
Cure,  nor  altered  the  Mode  of  Treatment. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren,  from  the  Beginning 
has  grounded  his  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 
Recovery,  upon  the  Symptoms  he  has  ob- 
ferved  in  His  Majefty’s  Cafe,  or  on  Calcu- 
lations of  the  proportionate  Numbers  cured 
to  the  Perfons  affedted  with  this  Malady  ? 

On  the  Calculations. 

/ 

Whether  there  has  been  any  Difference  of 
Opinion  among  the  Phyficians  attending  His 
Majefty,  on  any  Point,  fince  the  Commence- 
ment of  His  Majefty’s  Diforder? 

Not  with  refpedt  to  Medicine  and  Diet. 
Some  Difference  of  Opinion  at  Windfor, 
whethei  His  Majefty  was  not  going  to  re- 
cover, about  the  End  of  His  Fever. 

‘ As  Dr-  Warren  ftated  that  he  believes  he 
is  corredt  in  his  Account  of  the  Words  ufed 
by  Dr.  Willis,  viz.  “ A certain  great  Perfon 
“ Wl11  noc  fcffer  it  to  go  fo,  and  it  will  fall 

upon  you,”  and  thought  the  Convention 

material 
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material  enough  to  put  down  a Memorandum 
of  it  as  foon  as  he  returned  home : Can  he 
Hate  how  long  it  was  after  he  left  Kew  be- 
fore he  got  home  ? 

I left  Kew  about  Twelve,  I believe,  and 
got  home  about  Six. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  go  ftrait  home  ? 

No,  I went  about  my  Bufinefs. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  mentioned  the  Par- 
ticulars of  the  Converfation  to  any  body  be- 
fore he  put  them  down  in  his  Memorandum? 
I did. 


Withdrew. 
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Sabbati , io°  die  Janucirii  1789. 


The'Reverend  Dotftor  FRANCIS  WILLIS 
again  called  in,  and  examined. 

ID  Dr.  Willis,  when  he  fpoke  Yefter- 


day  concerning  the  Medicines  which 
had  been  given  to  His  Majefty  between  the 
Time  of  his  former  Examination  and  the 
Sunday  preceding,  mean  to  take  upon  him- 
felf  to  fay  pofitively,  either  that  thofe  Me- 
dicines had,  or  that  they  had  nor,  been 
previoufly  thought  of  by  the  other  Phyfi- 
cians  attending  His  Majefty  ? 

I think  I faid  that  they  had  been  thought 


Do  you  mean  to  take  upon  yourfelf  to 
fay,  that  of  your  own  Knowledge,  and  in 
your  own  Prefence,  Elis  Majefty  has,  within 
the  laft  Fortnight,  read  feveral  Pages  of 
Books,  making  at  the  fame  Time  what 


of. 


were. 
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were,  in  your  Opinion,  good  Remarks  upon 
the  Subjed  of  them  ? 

Yes. 

Whether,  according  to  the  Obfervations 
which  your  Experience  has  enabled  you  to 
make  in  Cafes  fuch  as  that  of  His  Majefty, 
the  Patient’s  reading,  or  fuffering  Books  to 
be  read,  in  the  Manner  in  which  His  Ma- 
jefty has  done  within  this  laft  Fortnight,  is, 
or  is  not,  a Circumftance  which  has,  in  point 
of  Fad,  happened  where  the  Patient  has 
finally  recovered  ? 

Yes,  certainly,  in  feveral  Cafes,  and  it  is 
more  particularly  favourable  in  His  Ma- 
jefty’s,  as,  within  the  Space  of  Fourteen 
Days,  or  thereabouts.  His  Majefty  could 
not  attend  to  read  at  all. 

- \ 

Whether  your  Obfervation  upon  Cafes  in 
which  Recovery  has  been  obtained,  induces 
you  to  confider  the  Circumftance  of  a Pa- 
tient having,  from  Time  to  Time,  refrelhing 
Sleep,  as  forming  a folid  Ground  of  Hope 
for  Recovery  ? 

It  is  necefiary  to  know  the  Sleep  that  the 
Patient  formerly  had  required,  to  make  the 
Comparifon  of  any  Effed. 


Whether 
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Whether,  from  the  Accounts  which  you 
have  received  of  the  Sleep  which  His  Maje- 
fty formerly  ufually  had,  and  comparing  the 
Refult  of  fuch  Accounts,  with  the  refrefhing 
Sleep  which  His  Majefty  has  had,  your  Ob- 
fervations  and  Experience  enables  you  to 
determine  oneWay  or  the  other,  whether  the 
Circumftance  of  His  Majefty’s  having  had 
fuch  Sleep,  is  a Ground  to  hope  for 
Recovery  ? ' : . 

By  comparing  the  Sleep  His  Majefty,  I 
am  told,  formerly  had,  even  after  great  Fa* 
tigue,  I am  inclined  to  think  that  His  Ma- 
jefty has,  for  thefe  laft  Six  or  Seven  Nights, 
had  more  Sleep  than  one  could  exped  from 
a Perfon  who  has  been  uled  to  fo  much 
Exercife,  and  has  not  been  able  of  late  to  ufc 

1 f I ' • . 

any. 

> 

Whether  His  Majefty  is,  within  the  laft 
Fortnight,  more  or  lefs  quiet  than  He  was 
previous  to  the  Time  when  you  was  examined 
before  the  former  Committee  ? 

I cannot  remember  it;  but  there  is  a pro- 
digious Difference  indeed. 

Whether,  judging  from  adual  Experi- 
ence, and  from  what  has  occurred  in  the 

T Cafe 
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Cafe  of  Perfons  who  have  recovered  frond 
this  Malady,  you  think  that  fuch  Alteration 
as  you  mention  in  your  Anfwer  to  the  laft 
Queftion,  affords  a fokd  Ground  of  Hope 
that  His  Majefty  will  recover? 

Yes,  very  folid  Grounds  ; for  indeed  I do 
hot  think  His  Majefly  has  One  Symptom 
that  ever  attended  an  Incurable.  I mean, 
that  He  may  have  Symptoms  that  Incurables 
have,  but  he  has  not  Symptoms  that  mark 
an  Incurable. 

Gan  you,  from  your  Experience,  fay  whe- 
ther H is  Majefty  has  any  Symptoms  that  are 
ntever  obferved  in  Incurables  ? 

1 cannot  fay^ 

Dr.  Addington  having  faid,  in  his  Exa- 
mination before  the  former  Committee,  that 
he  had  great  Expectations  that  His  Maje- 
fty’s  Diforder  would  end  happily,  from  this 

Circumftance,  “ That  it  had  not  for  its 

* / 1 ' 

“ Forerunner  that  Melancholy  which  ufually 
rt  precedes  a tedious  Illnefs  of  this  Sort/* 
Does  Dr.  Willis*  judging  from  Fads  and 
Experience,  concur  with  Dr.  Addington  in 
thofe  Expedations  ? 

Entirely, 

Whether 
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Whether  Dr.  Willis  and  his  Son  have  not, 
in  Point  of  Faft,  a greater  Influence  and 
Controul  over  His  Majefty  than  any  pther 
of  the  Phyficians  who  attend  Him  ? 

Certainly,  much  more  fo. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis,  judging  from  Fafts 
and  Experience,  does,  or  does  not,  think 
it  abfolutely  neceflary,  in  order  to  bring 
about  the  Cure  of  His  Majefty,  that  fome 
Perfon  attending  His  Majefty  conftantly 
fhould  have  and  exert  that  Degree  of  In- 
fluence and  Controul  ? 

Mod  certainly. 

Whether  Dr.  Willis,  judging  from  Faffs 
and  Experience,  can  fay,  that  fuch  Irrita- 
tions as  His  Majefty  may  have,  when  viflted 
by  Perfons  in  the  Abfence  of  thofe  that  have 
this  Degree  of  Influence  and  Controul,  may, 
or  may  not,  retard  His  Majefty  ?s  Recovery  ? 

It  certainly  may  retard  it. 

Whether  that  EfFeft  muft  not  depend  on 
the  Conduft  of  thofe  Perfons  who  viflt  His 
Majefty  in  the  Abfence  of  Dr.  Willis  ? 

On  their  Conduct,  if  His  Majefty  fees 
them  frequently  in  the  Day,  but  if  only 
Once  in  Two  or  Three  Days,  it  will  difturb 
JTis  Majefty,  by  creating  frefli  Ideas. 

T 2 Whephep- 
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Whether*  Dr.  Wi'llis  is  of  Opinion,  that 
the  other  Phyficians  who  attend  His  Ma- 
jelly,  vifiting  His  Majelly  in  the  Manner 
they  have  done  fince  Dr.  Willis  attended  on 
His  Majelly,  can  have  the  Effedl  of  pro- 
ducing that  Irritation,  which  Dr.  Willis  has 
laid  may  retard  His  Majelly ’s  Recovery  ? 

I have  thought  that  it  frequently  has  had 
that  Effect. 

Whether,  fuppofing  that  Dr.  Willis  at- 
tended One  Perfon  in  the  Manner  in  which 

i 

he  now  attends  His  Majelly,  and  had  the 
Care  of  another  Perfon,  of  whofe  Cafe  he 
Ihould  receive  Accounts  only  every  other 
Morning,  he  thinks  he  could  promote  the 
Cure  of  His  Majelly  and  fuch  other  Perfon 
in  an  equal  Degree  ? 

The  other  Perfon  would  not  have  other 
People  to  vifit  him,  and  confequently  to 
difturb  him,  and  that  therefore  might  pofii- 
bly  balance  the  Advantage  of  my  feeing  His 
Majelly  every  Day,  or  every  Hour  of  the 
Day. 

Whether  you  have  Reafon  to  believe, 
that,  in  Point  of  Fafl,  any  Vifit  of  any 
Phyfician  to  His  Majelly  has  waked  His 
Majelly  while  he  was  fieeping,  or  prevented 
His  Majelly  from  going  to  fieep? 


I be- 
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• 

I believe  it  has  happened,  Once  in  parti- 
cular, His  being  prevented  from  going  to 
deep. 

What  Phyfician  was  it  ? 

It  was  Dr.  Warren. 

What  Circumftances  formed  the  Ground 
of  Dr.  Willis’s  Belief,  that  the  Vifit  which 
be  has  referred  to  did  prevent  His  Majefty 
from  going  to  deep  ? 

The  Pages  in  Waiting,  and  the  Atten- 
dants, allured  me,  that  His  Majefty  was 
going  to  deep ; by  Obfervations  I fuppofed 
they  judged  j from  his  Manner  of  dropping 
his  Voice  and  Breathing. 

Whether,  previous  to  Friday  laft,  Dr. 
Warren  and  the  other  Phyficians  had  not 
ufually  confulted  you  about  the  Propriety 
of  their  going  into  His  Majefty’s  Room  at 
the  particular  Time  when  they  propofed  to 
go  in  ? 

Sometimes  they  have,  and  fometimes  they 
have  not. 

At  the  Time  you  was  informed  that  His 
Majefty  had  been  prevented  from  going  to 
deep,  did  Dr.  Warren  confult  you  or  your 
Son  about  the  Propriety  of  his  going  into 
His  Majefty’s  Room  at  that  1 ime  ? 

I told 
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I told  the  Dodor  I thought  it  was  im- 
proper at  that  Time,  becaufe  His  Majefty 
had  had  a very  bad  Night,  and  had  hadjuft 
then  Half  an  Hour’s  Sleep,  and  the  Pages 
thought  he  was  juft  falling  to  fieep  again. 

Whether  His  Majefty’s  State  at  that  Time 
was  fuch  as,  in  your  Judgment,  to  create 
any  particular  Neceftity  for  Dr.  Warren’s 
going  into  His  Majefty’s  Room,  after  you 
had  (laced  to  him  what  you  have  mentioned 
in  the  foregoing  Anfwer  ? 

I know  of  none — as  Coercion  feemed  to 
be  the  only  Thing  necefifary  if  His  Majefty 
could  not  reft. 

Whether  you  ftated  to  Dr.  Warren  the 

Objedion  before  mentioned  ?- — whether  you 

can  recoiled  what  anfwer  Dr.  Warren  gave 

you  ? 

¥ 

When  Dr.  Warren  went  into  the  Pages 
Room,  Mr.  Braund  or  Mr.  Compton,  the 
Pages,  defired  Dr.  Warren  not  to  go  in,  in 
my  Prefence ; and  he  faid  tq  them,  as  he 
had  done  to  me,  that  he  muft  go  in,  for  he 
was  a Spy  upon  them  all. 

Are  you  pofitive  that  Dr.  Warren  gave 
that  Anfwer  ? 

1 am  very  pofitive, 

Are 


J 
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Are  you  positively  fure  that  thofe  were 
the  very  Words  wlfich  Dr.  Warren  made 
ufe  of,  or  do  you  only  mean  to  ftate  the  Ef- 
fect and  Subftance  of  Dr.  Warren’s  Words 
on  that  Occafion  ? 

The  very  Words,  which  the  Pages  have 
mentioned  many  Times  fince. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee  upon  what 
Day  this  Converfation  palfed  ? . 

I cannot  fay,  but  it  is  down  in  a Journal* 

When  did  you  put  this  down  in  the  Jour-* 
nal  ? 

That  day. 

Did  you  Ihew  that  Part  of  the  Journal 
which  contains  the  Account  of  this  Matter 
to  the  Two  Pages  that  you  have  mentioned, 
or  either  of  them  ? 

J have  not. 

Whether  you  mean  to  admit  and  avow 
that  you  have  figned  Reports  of  His  Ma- 
jelly’s  State  of  Health,  propofed  to  be  fent 
to  St.  James’s,  which  contained  lefs  favour- 
able Accounts  of  His  Majefty’s  Health,  than 
you  think  might  haye  been  given  to  the 

Public, 


[ l52  ] 

Public,  if  the  whole  Truth  had  been  told 
them  ? 

To  be  fu re  I have  figned  fuch  as  I would 
not  have  fent  to  any  Relation  of  a Patient 
that  I was  concerned  for  in  the  like  Situa- 
tion. 

Would  the  Accounts,  which  you  would 
have  fent  to  the  Relations  of  other  Patients, 
have  been  more  or  lefs  favourable  Accounts 
than  thofe  which  have  been  fent  to  Sr. 
James’s  ? 

More  favourable,  in  general. 

Would  it  have  been  confident  with  the 
whole  Truth,  in  His  Majedy’s  Cafe,  to  have 
given  more  favourable  Accounts  in  general? 

In  my  Opinion,  more  confident. 

Will  you  date  to  the  Committee,  what 
were  your  Motives  for  giving  lefs  favourable 
Accounts  than  might  have  been  given  in 
general,  confident  with  the  whole  Truth  ? 

As  it  did  not  affedt  His  Majedy’s  Health, 
or  the  Cure  of  his  Majedy,  I figned  them 
rather  than  have  any  Difpute  about  Words. 

£)o  you  mean  to  afiert,  that  in  your  Con- 
fidence you  are  fully  perfuaded  that  you  now 
fpeak  the  Truth,  when  you  fay,  that  more 

favourable 
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favourable  Accounts  of  His  Majefty’s  State 
might  have  been  given,  in  general,  in  the 
Reports  fent  to  St.  James’s? 

I do  afiert  it. 


Whether  you  ever  figned  any  Paper,  at 
the  Requeft  of  Dr.  Warren,  relative  to  the 
Tranfa&ion  of  that  Day,  in  which  you  have 
been  informed  that  Dr.  Warren  had  pre- 
vented His  Majefty  from  fieeping? 

I did  fign  a Paper,  by  the  'Defire  of  Dr. 
Warren,  and  the  Perfuafion  of  Sir  Lucas 
Pepys,  that  Dr.  Warren,  as  far  as  I knew, 
x^id  not  go  into  the  Room  and  wake  His 
Majefty.  But  I did  not  fign  any  Paper,  fidL  * 
nifymg  that  he  did  not  go  in  at  any  Time, 
when  it  was  thought  he  might  prevent  His 
Majefty ’s  fieeping. 


Whether,  at  the  Time  that  you  gave  this 
Paper  to  Dr.  Warren,  you  informed  Dr. 
Warren  that  you  would  not  fign  any  Paper, 
acknowledging  that  Dr.  Warren  had  no^ 
prevented  His  Majefty  from  going  to  fleep, 
but  that  you  would  only  fign  a Paper,  fitt- 
ing, that  Dr.  Warren  had  not  waked  His 
Majefty  ? 

7 he  Paper  was  offered  to  me,  and  I re- 
ufed  to  fign  it,  if  it  contained  any  Thing 


[ 154:  ] 

to  the  Purpofe,  that  Dr.  Warren  did  not  go 
into  His  Majefty’s  Room  at  a Time  when  it 
was  probable  he  might,  prevent  His  Majefty 
going  to  deep. 

By  whom  was  that  Paper  drawn  up  and 
tendered  to  you  ? 

By  Dr.  Sir  Lucas  Pepys. 

Are  Accounts,  ufually  fen t by  you  to  the 
Relations  of  your  Patients,  conceived  in  as 
general  Terms  as  thofe  which  have  been  fent 
to  St.  James’s ? 

I fend  the  Relations  Word  that  they  are 
better,  or  worfe ; and  mention  fome  Parti- 
culars— but  then  that  is  not  often  above 

c : i 

Once  a Fortnight. 

Can  you  recoiled!:,  pofitively,  whether,  in 
the  Converfation  which  you  had  with  Dr. 
Warren  Yefterday  Bevennight,  you  did,  or 
'did  not,  afk  Dr.  Warren,  if  a Perfon  indif- 
pofed  fhould  not  fay  One  fenfible  Word  in 
Twenty-four  Hours,  and  .the  next  Twenty- 
four  fhould  fay  but  One  Word,  that  he  would 
not  fay,,  if  he  was  not  indifpofed,  whether 
Dr.  WTarren  would  not  think  him  better; 
and  whether  you  can,  or  cannot,  fay  pofi- 
, lively,  that  Dr.  Warren  anfwered,  No? 

I can 
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I can  fay  pofitively,  as  well  as  I can  re- 
coiled, that  Dr.  Warren  faid  No,  to  the 
Queftion  fo  putj  and  I believe  the  By - 
ftanders  remember  the  fame. 

Whether,  in  the  fame  Converfation,  you 
can,  or  cannot,  fay  pofitively,  whether  you 
did,  or  did  nor,  make  ufe  of  the  following 
Expreflion  to  Dr.  Warren,  “ A certain  grea't 

Perfon  will  not  fuffer  it  (meaning  the 

“ Report)  to  go  fo,  and  it  will  fall  upon 
“ you  ?” 

It  was  not  in  the  fame  Room,  or  at  the 
fame  Time.  I did  lay  fo,  or  fomething  of 
that  Sort,  when  the  Report  was  drawn  up  for 
me  to  fign,  faying,  at  the  fame  time,  « Why 
“ Should  we  fend  up  what  will  be  fent  down 
<c  to  be  altered  ?” 

ill  you  explain  to  the  Committee  by 
whofe  Authority  you  fo  faid,  and  what  your 
Meaning  was  in  thofe  Words  ? 

Prefuming  that  the  Perfonage  would  know 
from  the  Pages  how  His  Majefly  had  paffed 
the  Day  and  Night,  I thought  it  was  not 
right  to  fend  up  a Report  which  that  Per- 
lonage  would  not  think  equal  to  His  Ma- 
jefly’s  prefent  State  of  Health. 

U 2 


Was 
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Was  that  your  Meaning  in  the  Words 
which  you  actually  ufed  iq  thatConverfation  ? 

Entirely  fo. 

What  did  you  mean  by  the  Words,  tf  it 
<c  will  fall  upon  you  ?” 

Sir  George  Baker,  the  Day  before,  when 
His  Majefty  had  not  been  quite  fo  well,  nor 
had  fo  good  a Night,  had  made  a more  fa- 
vourable Report,  and  therefore  I concluded 
that  Perfonage  muft  think  this  Report  arofe 
from  Dr.  Warren. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  ever  inform  you,  that  he 
had  made  a written  Memorandum  of  that 
Converfation,  or  of  any  Part  of  it,  or  defire 
you  to  explain  yourfelf  upon  the  Subject 
of  it  ? 

Not  that  I know  of — I do  not  remember 
any  fuch  Thing. 

Do  you  remember  any  Order  having  been 
put  up  in  the  Pages  Room,  Yefterday  Seven- 
night,  or  upon  any  other  Day,  diredting  that 
no  Perfons  fhould  be  admitted  into  His  Ma- 
iefty’s  Room,  without  the  Knowledge  of  you 
or  your  Son  ? 

I wrote  it,  and  put  it  up  myfelf. 

What  was  the  Reafon  of  your  writing^ 
and  putting  up,  luch  Order  ? 


Becaufe 
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Becaufe  fometimes  a Phyfician,  fometimes 
a Surgeon,  or  an  Apothecary  (for  there  are 
Four  concerned — I mean  Two  Surgeons,  and 
Two  Apothecaries)  did  go  into  the  Room,  as 
I thought,  at  improper  Times,  and  difturb 
His  Majefty  ; — and,  as  I thought  it  my  Duty 
to  do  to  His  Majefty  what  I fhould  think  it 
my  Duty  to  do  for  any  private  Gentleman,  I 
wrote  that  Order. 

‘ I 

Did  you  put  up  that  Order  of  your  own 
Authority,  and  for  the  Reafons  you  have 
now  mentioned  ; or  had  you  any  other  Au- 
thority for  putting  up  that  Order,  from  any 
Perfon,  and  whom  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  ordered  me  to  do 
that  which  fhould  prevent  any  Body’s  going 
'into  the  Room  without  my  Confent,  and  was 
notpleafed  that  I had  not  done  it  before. 

Had  you  explained  to  the  Chancellor  your 
Reafons  for  thinking  that  it  would  be  proper, 
with  refpeft  to  His  Majefty’s  Health,  that 
fuch  an  Order  fhould  be  given  ? 

I fuppofe  I did,  in  Conversation,  think  it 
neceflary  that  People  fhould  be  prevented 
from  going  in  and  difturbing  His  Majefty. 


Have 
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Have  any  of  the  Phyficians,  who  attended 
His  Majefty,  fuggetted  any  Complaints  to 
you,  that  fueh  Order  has  prevented  them 
from  feeing  His  Majefty  at  proper  Times  ? 

. I do  not  remember'drat  they  have. 

Have  any  other  Perfons  fuggefted  to  you, 
that  they  have  been  prevented  from  feeing 
His  Majefty  ? 

I do  not  remember  that  they  have. 

Did  you  ever  inform  the  Phyficians,  that 
any  Perfons  had  improperly  intruded  into 
His'Majefty’s  Apartment? 

I do  not  remember  that  I did. 

When  did  the  Lord  Chancellor  give  you 
the  Directions,  in  confequence  of  which  you 
put  up  that  Paper  ? 

I really  do  not  remember  the  Time  ; but, 
more  than  once,  the  Chancellor  has  men- 
tioned  the  Neceffity  of  keeping  any  Perfons 
from  going  into  His  Majefty’s  Room,  with- 
out fome  Limitation. 

Do  you  know  upon  what  Grounds  the 
Chancellor  thought  it  necefiary  to  repeat  the 
Neceffity  of  this  Precaution  ? 

I cannot  remember ; it  was  in  Conven- 
tion, I fuppofe. 


Are 
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Are  you  quite  fure  you  cannot  recoiled 
when,  or  where,  you  had  the  laft  Conver-- 
latiou  with  the  Chanceller  on  this  Subjetf, 
before  you  put  up  that  Order? 

I am  very  fure  I cannot  fix  the  Time,  but. 
I believe  the  Place  was  my  own  Room  at 
Kew. 

no  « ^ , * ' ' * ’ 
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Was  it  before,  or  after,  the  Difpute  with 
Dr.  Warren,,  on  Friday  the  end  Inftant? 

I believe  beroTe.  I do  not  know  that  I 

have  feen  the  Chancellor  .fince  Friday  the 
end  Inftant. 

— - • • . . i.d  ,x<:  • ; .. 

Was  it  a Day  or  two  before,  'or  loner  be- 
fore ? 

I do  not  remember  at  all  - nor  do  I re- 
member whether  it  was  the  laft  Time  I talked 
with  the  Chancellor. 

Have  you  any  Memorandum,  relative  to 
this  Fad,  in  your  Journal ? 

Yes. 

When  did  you  make  that  Memorandum  ? 

The  very  Morning,  within  a Quarter  of 
an  Hour. 
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On  what  Day  was  it  that  you  wrote  and 
put  up  that  Order  ? 

I do  not  know.  I believe  the  Order  itfelf 
is  dated,  but  I am  not  fure.  The  Journal 
will  afcertain  the  date. 

Have  you  kept  a regular  Journal  of  Oc- 
currences fince  you  attended  His  Majefty  at 
Kew? 

I have,  from  about  the  6th  or,  7th  Day, 

I believe,  of  my  Attendance. 

1 . .1 

' Is  that  Order  up  now  ? 

I believe  fo.  Sir  Lucas  Pepys  faid  he  faw 
it  Yefterday  Morning. 

When  His  Majefty  read  a Page  or  Two,* 
and  made  very  good  Remarks  upon  it,  whe- 
ther the  Books  and  the  Pages  were  of  His 
Majefty’s  own  Selection,  or  whether  they 
were  put  into  His  Hands  and  pointed  out  by 
you  ? 

Particularly  by  His  own  Seleftion. 

Whether,  at  the  Time,  His  Majefty  read 
the  Pages  aloud,  to  be  heard  by  Dr.  Willis, 
or  to  himfelf  ? 

Aloud ; nor  could  I know,  if  he  did  not 
read  aloud. 


Whether 
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Whether  His  Majefly  has  done  this  Once, 
Twice,  or  feveral  Times  ? 

Many  Times  in  a Day,  as  I underfland; 
and  on  more  Days  than  One  in  the  lad  Six 
or  Seven  Days.  I have  now  been  abfent  a 
great  Part  of  feveral  Days. 

Can  you  remember  the  Jafl  Time  you 
heard  His  Majefly  read  One  or  Two  Pages? 

Lafl  Night  he  did. 

Did  you  hear  him  yourfelf  lafl  Night  ? 

Yes.  . , 

Whether  you  have  obferved,  in  your  At- 
tendance on  His  Majefly,  that  His  Eye-fight 
is  at  all  affedted  by  His  prefent  Malady  ? 

Not  that  I know  of. 

Whether,  when  you  or  your  Son  was  not 
prefent,  have  you  been  informed  by  any  of 
the  King’s  Phyficians,  Surgeons,  or  Apothe- 
caries, that  His  Majefly  has  read  with  At- 
tention, and  remarked  with  Judgment,  upon 
the  Objects  which  he  had  read  ? 

I think  I have  heard  fo  by  Dr.  Pepysj 
but  I think  I have  heard  from  feveral  Per. 
fons  that  they  have,  at  Times. 

X 
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What  State  was  His  Majefty  in  this  Morn- 
' ing? 

I came  away  before  He  was  up. 

What  State  was  His  Majefty  in  going  to 
Bed  laft  Night  ? 

Very  quiet. 

Whether  His  Majefty  continued^  to  the 
Time  of  His  going  to  Bed,  to  fhew  Signs 
of  the  fame  Attention  and  Power  of  Reflec- 
tion, as  in'  the  Inftance  of  reading  in  the 
Manner  mentioned  by  you  ? 

Yes,  to  the  Time  I left  Him,  which  was 
about  Half paft  Ten;  and  I underftand  from 
the  Pages,  that  He  went  to  Bed  immedi- 
ately after. 

Whether  any  Thing  of  a contrary  Nature 
was  intermixed,  during  the  Time  you  was 
with  His  Majefty  Yefterday  Evening? 

I cannot  fay  there  did. 

Whether  you  obferve  that  the  King’s 
Mind  is  in  a better  State  in  the  Evening  be- 
fore he  goes  to  Bed,  or  in  the  Morning  ? 

I think  His  Majefty  is  never  fo  well  in  a 
Morning  getting  up,  nor  for  an  Flour  after- 
wards. 


How 
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How  long  was  you  with  His  Majefty 
Yefterday  Evening? 

I believe,' in  all,  about  One  Hour  and  a 
Half;  but  I went  feveral  Times  out  of  the 
Room. 

t ' ■ 

Whether  any  other  Phyfician  or  Medical 
Perfon  has  been  in  the  Room  when  Elis 
Majefty  has  either  read,  or  attended  to  Read- 
ing in  your  Prefence? 

I think  Dr.  Pepys  was  Twice;  I am  not 
fure  whether  there  was  any  other ; I am  not 
fure  whether  Dr.  Gifborne  was  in  the  Room 
laft  Night,  while  His  Majefty  was  reading. 

. 

Whether  at  any,  and  at  what,  Diftance 
of  Time  after  His  Majefty  has  read,  or  at- 
tended to  Reading,  in  the  Manner  defcribed. 
His  Majefty  has  converfed  with  you  on  the 
Subjedts  he  has  either  read  or  heard  read  ? 

Very  frequently,  fometimes  feveral  Hours; 
for  I believe  His  Majefty  never  forgets  what 
He  reads. 

- . ! . . . * 1 4 1 * ' ; ' 

Whether,  on  any  fubfequent  Day,  His 

Majefty  has  converfed  with  you  upon  what 
has  been  before  read  ? 

X s Several 


\ 
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Several  Days  after;  and  I think  His  Ma- 
jefty  can  give  a good  Account  of  any  Book, 
or  Subje£t  in  a Book,  that  He  has  read, 
either  fince  His  Ulnefs  or  before,  as  to  the 
Morality  and  Truth  of  it,  as  molt  People 
can,  I think. 

Whether  you  have  found  it  necelTary  to 
ufe  Coercion  more  or  lefs  frequently  within 
the  laft  Fortnight,  than  you  did  in  the  pre- 
ceding Fortnight  ? 

Much  lefs  frequently,  and  not  now  for 
nearly  a Week. 

Are  you,  upon  Recolle&ion,  fure  of  this 
Fad? 

I am  fure  of  it. 

Whether  the  Circumftance  of  His  Ma- 

t - ■ _ 

jelly’s  having  read,  and  attended  to  reading 
as  above  Hated,  is,  in  your  Opinion,  a clear 
and  decilive  Symptom  either  of  Convales- 
cence adtually  approaching,  or  of  a very 
fpeedy  Recovery  ? 

I look  upon  it  at  the  Time  as  Convales- 
cence itfelfj  and  certainly  a Sign  of  His 
Majefty’s  Recovery  ; but  I will  not  pretend 
to  fay  how  Soon. 


What 
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What  do  you  confider  as  Convalefcence  ? 

Adting  properly  upon  the  Bufinefs  you  are 
engaged  in. 

Whether  the  refrefbing  Sleep  His  Majefty 
has  had,  has  been  natural  Sleep,  or  Sleep 
procured  by  Medicine  or  other  Means  ? 

No  Medicine  has  been  ordered  for  the 
Purpofe,  and  no  Means  but  that  of  having 
His  Majefty  go  to  Bed  as  quietly  as  you  can. 

Whether  any  other  Phyfician  attending 
His  Majefty  has  ever  fuggefted  to  you  the 
Idea  of  pleafing  or  difpleafing  any  great 
Perfonage,  as  a Motive  to  induce  you  to  fign 
any  Report  of  His  Majefty’s  Health,  more 
or  lefs  favourable  than  the  adtual  Circum- 
ftances  then  warranted  in  your  Opinion? 

I know  not  of  any  fuch. 

Whether,  during  the  favourable  Intervals 
in  which  you  have  obferved  His  Majefty,  you 
have  remarked  that  His  Majefty  had  refledted 
upon  the  Nature  of  His  lllnefs  ? 

At  fome  Times  I think  he  has,  but  rather 
feems  to  avoid  hinting  any  Thing  of  it. 

Have  you  obferved  that  it  has  deprefled 
His  Spirits,  fo  as  to  retard  his  Cure? 

I cannot 


\ 
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I cannot  fuppofe  that  it  has  retarded  his 
Cure  or  depreffed  His  Spirits,  for  I am  not 
fure  that  He  is  fenfible  of  it — He  only  hinted 
at  it. 

• "v. 

/ 

Are  you  fure  His  Majefty  will  recover? 

It  would  be  prefumptuous  for  any  Man  to 
fay  he  was  fure,  in  the  Cafe  of  any  One 
whatever,  or  in  any  Diforder. 

What  Degree  of  Confidence  ot  Hope  have 
you  upon  the  Subjed? 

I ha Vfe  the  greateft  Hopes,  from  what  I 
have  already  feen  of  His  Majefty’s  Amend- 
ment. 

Have  you  any  Doubt  of  His  Recovery? 

I muft  doubt  of  every  Thing  that  has  not 
come  to  pais. 

Is  your  Confidence  fuch  as  to  fay  you 
fcarcely  entertain  a Doubt  ? 

It  is. 

Then  that  is  now  the  State  of  your  Mind 
upon  that  Subjed? 

I have  already  faid  fo. 


In 


I 
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In  anfwer  to  a Queftion  before  put  to  you, 
« Whether,  the  feveralCircumftances  of  His 
<f  Majefty’s  Cafe,  which  have  fallen  under 
“ your  Obfervation  or  come  to  your  Know- 
<{  ledge,  being  duly  attended  to,  you  in  your 
“ Confcience  think  that  the  Chance  of  His 
<c  Majefty’s  Recovery  is  greater,  or  lefs,  or 
fc  as  good,  as  it  was  when  you  was  examined 
fc  before  the  former  Committee?”  Whe- 
ther you  remember  having  anfwered  “ Much 
t(  greater  ?” 

I did  fay  fo,  and  I fay  fo  (till. 

Whether  you  recolledt  this  Queftion  being 
put  to  you  by  the  former  Committee,  and 
your  Anfwer  upon  it, 

“ What  Hopes  has  Dr.  Willis  of  his  Ma- 
ec  jefty’s  Recovery  ?” 

“ I have  great  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 
<c  Recovery.  If  it  were  any  other  Perfon 
<c  but  His  Majefty,  I fhould  fcarce  entertain 
<c  a Doubt : When  His  Majefty  reflects  upon 
tc  an  Illnefs  of  this  Kind,  it  may  deprefs  His 
<f  Spirits,  and  retard  His  Cure,  more  than  a 
“ common  Perfon  ?” 

I do. 

Dr.  Willis  having,  in  his  former  Examina- 
tion, declared  his  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 

Reco- 
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Recovery  to  be  fuch,  that  if  His  Majefty 
was  a common  Perfon,  he  fhould  fcarce  en- 
tertain a Doubt-;  but  that  His  Majefty's  re- 
•fledting  upon  an  Illnefs  of  that  Kind  might 
deprefs  His  Spirits,  and  retard  His  Cure  more 
than  a common  Perfon ; — and  Dr.  Willis 
having  now  ftated  to  the  Committee,  that  he 
has  no  Reafon  to  think  that  His  Majefty’s 
Spirits  have  been  deprefled,  or  His  Cure  re- 
tarded. by  His  having  refledled  upon  His 
Illnefs,  or  that  lie  has  fo  reflected.;  and  hav- 
ing ftated  alfo  to  this  Committee,  that  he  h^ 
in  his  Confcience,  Hopes  of  His  Majefty’s 
Recovery,  much  greater  than  he  had  when 
he  was  examined  before  the  former  Commit- 
tee ; Dr.  Willis  is  defired  to  fay,  what  that 
Confidence  is,  which  is  much  greater,  with 
refpedt  to  His  Majefty’s  Recovery,  than  a 
State  of  Mind  which  fcarcely  entertains  a 
Doubt? 

As  in  the  Cafe  of  a common  Patientj  the 
Symptoms  are  greatly  abated,  and  therefore 
greater  Hopes  of  His  Recovery.  As  to  His 
particular  Station  in  Life,  from  my  Know- 
ledge of  His  Majefty’s  Senfe  of  Religion,  I 
have  greater  Hopes  that  He  will,  with  a 
proper  Refignation,  refledt  upon  what  it  has 
pleafed  God  to  have  affl  idled  him  with. 


Then 
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Then  do  you  mean  that  the  Committee 
fhould  underftand  that  your  Apprehenfions, 
with  Refpedt  to  the  Confequences  of  His 
Majefty*s  refle&ing  upon  His  Illnefs,  are  not 
the  fame  as  when  you  Was  examined  before 
the  former  Committee  ? 

They  are  not  fo  great,  for  the  Reafon  I 
have  given. 

Whether  Dr.  Reynolds  was  not  by  at  the 
Converfation  between  you  and  Dr.  Warren, 
in  which  you  ufed  the  Words,  “ it  will  fall 
upon  you  ?” 

Poffibly  he  might,  I believe  he  was. 

Did  Dr.  Reynolds  join  in  the  Objection 
made  by  Dr.  Warren,  to  the  propofed  Alter- 
ation in  the  Report  which  was  then  in  Quef- 
tion  ? 

Dr.  Reynolds  faid  nothing,  and  I have 
been  ufed  a good  deal  to  Hand  alone  in  that 
Sort  of  Confutation. 

Did  you  hear  from  Dr.  Reynolds  at  thaf 
Time,  or  afterwards,  that  Dr.  Reynolds  did 
agree  to  the  Alteration  propofed  ? 

I do  not  remember  any  Thing  of  it. 

, Withdrew. 

Y Luna , 


t *7°  ] 

-Luna,  12°  die  Januar it  1789. 

The  Reverend  Dr.FRANCIS  WILLIS 
again  called  in,  and  examined.  ' 

W H ETHER,  when  you  figned  Ac- 
counts, at  the  Defire  of  Dr.  Warren, 
and  by  the  Perfuafion  of  Sir  Lucas  Pepys,  lefs 
favourable  than  the  Circumftances  of  the 
King’s  Health  would  have  warranted,  you 
thought  that  Difference  to  be  a mere  Difpute 
about  Words  ? 

I figned  no  Account,  that  I know  of,  by 
Sir  Lucas  Pepys’  Perfuafion — thofe  I figned 
by  his  Perfuafion  was,  that  Dr.  Warren  had 
cot  waked  Hi$  Majefly. 

Whether  you  did  at  any  Time,  or  at  any 
Perfon’s  Defire  or  Perfuafion,  fign  Reports 
lefs  favourable  than  the  Truth  would  have 
warranted,  concerning  the  State  of  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Health  ? 

, Not  by  any  Perfuafion,  that  I know  of, 
but  in  my  own  Mind,  rather  than  have  any 
Difpute  about  it. 

Was  it  to  prevent  a Difpute  originally,  or 
to  put  an  End  to  the  Continuance  of  af 
Difpute  ? 


As 
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As  it  did  not  at  all  refpedt  His  Majefty’s 
Cure,  and  we  had  had  Difputes  about  Words 
before,  and  I did  not  then  think  it  worth 
while  to  have  any  for  the  future. 

Do  you  think  that  the  Truth  or  Falfehood 
of  a Report,  figned  by  the  King’s  Phyficians, 
for  the  Information  of  His  Subjects,  to  be 
of  no  more  Confequence  than  a Difpute 
about  Words  ? 

It  really  {truck  me  To  then,  and  I am  not 
at  all  affedted  with  it  now. 

Whether  or  no  you  have  not  given  to  Her 
Majefty,  and  to  the  Ladies  who  have  the 
Honour  to  be  about  Her  Perfon,  more  exadt 
Accounts,  according  to  your  Opinion,  and 
of  a more  confolatory  Nature? 

I have  always  given  them  the  Truth,  to 
the  belt  of  my  Opinion.  ♦ 

Whether  thofe  Accounts  were  in  Fadt  of 
a more  favourable  Nature  ? 

The  Report  that  was  made  to  the  Public, 
is  from  the  Appearance  of  His  Majefty  in 
the  Morning,  when  the  Symptoms  have 
ever  been  lefs  favourable ; the  Accounts  to 
the  Ladies  attending  Her  Majefty  have  been, 
frequently  in  the  Day,  and  therefore,  taking 
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the  whole  Account  of  the  24  Hours,  it  muft 
appear  much  more  favourable. 

Is  it  true,  that  the  Report  fent  to  St. 
James’s  does  only  indude  the  State  of  His 
Majefty’s  Health  as  it  appears  in  the  Morn- 
ing, and  does  not  extend  to  the  Night  and 
the  preceding  Evening  and  Day  ? 

It  enters  into  no  Particulars  of  any,  except 
quiet  or  difturbed  State,  and  Sleep— and  that 
in  ftating  the  Whole  together,  it  cannot  be 
fo  particular  as  thofe  given  to  Her  Majefty 
every  Hour  concerning  His  Majefty’s  Health, 
which  fhe  muft  be  very  anxious  to  enquire 
after. 

Queftion  repeated. 

I think  feveral  Times  the  Report  might 
have  faid,  that  His  Majefty  had  palled  feve- 
ral Hours,  the  preceding  Day,  in  many  Re- 
' fpedts  better  than  he  had  done  the  Day  be- 
fore. As  far  as  quiet,  or  not  quiet,  the  Ac- 
count does  include  what  pafted  in  the  pre- 
ceding Evenipg  and  Day— it  would  not  be 
particular  enough  tp  fatisfy  me  whether  He 
was  either  better  or  worfe. 

r f * ■ 

Whether,  taken  as  a general  Report,  with- 
out entering  into  Particulars,  it  is  more  or 

lels 
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lefs  favourable  to  the  State  of  the  King’s 
Health  than  the  Truth  would  warrant  ? 

To  the  befit  of  my  Judgment,  lefs  favour- 
able. 

Is  it  then,  lefs  favourable  than  the  general 
Refult  which  might  be  drawn  from  all  the 

t 

Circumftances  of  the  different  Accounts 
which  you  give  to  the  Ladies  attending  Her 
Majefty  ? 

Yes,  I think  it  is.  , 

On  whatOccafion,  and  for  what  Purpofe, 
did  you  fign  the  Certificate  relative  to  the 
Tranfaftion  of  that  Day,  in  which  you  was 
informed  that  Dr.  Warren  had  prevented 
His  Majefty  from  fleeping  ? 

A good-natured  Purpofe,  and  on  the  Paper 
being  offered  me  to  fign,  and  being  a Cured 
that  it  would  hurt  Dr.  Warren’s  Character  if 
I did  not. 

At  the  Time  of  figning  that  Certificate, 
did  you  explain  to  Dr.  Warren,  or  Sir  Lucas 
Pepys,  or  to  any  other  Perfon  then  prefent, 
the  Diftinction  and  llefervation  which  you 
have  now  mentioned  to  this  Committee  ? 
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Yes,  very  particularly  to  both  Dr.  War- 
ren and  Sir  Lucas  Pepys — Whether  any  Body 
elfe  was  by  I do  not  remember. 

Whether  you  Called  in  any  of  the  Phyfi- 
cians  attending  on  Plis  Majefty,  or  the  Sur- 
geons or  Apothecaries,  or  any  other  Perfons 
than  thofe  of  your  own  Family  and  the  Pages, 
to  be  Witnefs  of  the  Circumftances  which 
you  have  defcribed  as  appearing  on  Friday 
Evening  laft  ? 

I did  not. 

Whether  your  Purpofes  in  excluding  any 
Perfon  from  coming  to  His  Majefty,  except 
, by  your  own  Permiffion,  does  not  arifefrom 
an  Apprehenfion  that  the  Appearance  of  fuch 
Perfons  might  excite  troublefome  Emotions  ? 

Very  certainly. 

Whether  you  have  ever  confulted  the  Re- 
gifters  of  public  Hofpitals,  or  other  Houfes 
for  the  Reception  of  Patients  labouring  un- 
der this  Malady  ? 

I never  did.  Hofpitals  take  in  Patients, 
and  call  them  thus  indifpofed.  Numbers  of 
them  have  been  fo  indifpofed  for  Years,  per- 
haps, and  do  not  give  you  any  Account  of 
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the  particular  Symptoms  of  the  Malady  when 
taken  into  the  Hofpital. 

As  Dr.  Willis  has  faid,  that  the  Circum- 
ftance.of  Ferfons  going  into  His  Majefty’s 
Room  may  excite  troublefome  Emotions; 
whether  his  Experience  enables  him  to  fay 
that  fuch  Emotions  do,  or  do  not,  in  gene- 
ral Cafes,  retard  the  Cure  of  the  Patient? 

In  my  Opinion,  very  much. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether, 
after  duly  attending  to  every  Circumftance 
which  you  have  related  to  the  Committee, 
and  all  other  Cjrcumftances  which  have 
fallen  under  your  Obfervation,  or  have  come 
to  your  Knowledge,  refpefting  His  Majefty’s 
Cafe,  and  judging  from  Eadts  and  Expe- 
rience derived  from  your  own  Pradlice,  you 
have,  or  have  not,  greater  Hopes  of  His 
Majefty’s  Recovery  than  when  you  was 
examined  before  the  former  Committee  ? 

Much  greater  Hopes. 

W hether  the  State  of  the  Weather,  or  the 
Sealon  of  the  Year,  has  any  EfFecft  upon  Pa- 
tients labouring  under  this  Diforder? 

The  State  of  the  Weather,  preventing  His 
Majefty  from  taking  Exercife,  and  keeping 

up 


I 


[ «7«  ] 

up  a proper  Perforation,  in  my  Opinion, 
has  had  a Tendency  to  retard  His  Majefty’s 
Recovery. 

Has  His  Majefty  taken  any  Exercife  from 
the  Time  of  your  Attendance  on  him  ? 

None,  for  about  a Month  before  that 
Time ; I think  he  walked  out  Twice. 

Withdrew. 

Dottor  GISBORNE  again  called  in, 
and  examined. 

Was  you  at  Kew  on  Friday  Night  laft  ? 
Yes. 

Whether  you  faw  the  King  in  the  Courfe 
of  that  Evening  ? 

Yes. 

At  about  what  Hour  ? 

From  8 to  io,  I think. 

Did  you  play  at  piquet  with  the  King  ? 
Yes. 

Did  he  play  in  a Heady,  recollected  Man- 
ner ? 

Moderately  fo. 

\ 

Did  he  play  as  a Man  in  mental  Health 
would  play  ? 

Certainly  not  fo  well  as  that. 


Were 
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Were  there,  in  the  Courfe  of  Play,  frer 
quent  Signs  of  the  Continuance  of  his  Ma- 
jefty's  Diforder  t 

I have  laid,  in  Anfwer  to  a former  Quef- 
tion,  that  the  material  Changes  in  his  Ma- 
jefty’s  Situation,  I think,  are  a better  State 
of  Health,  and  more  Quietnefs  in  His  Man- 
ner. I think  that  is  an  Anfwer.  There 
were  Signs  of  the  Continuance  of  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Diforder. 

Whether  you  was  prefent  at  any  Reading 
with  His  Majefty  ? 

No,  He  did  not  read  while  I was  prefent. 

Have  you  at  any  Time  obferved,  that  your 
going  into  His  Majefty’s  Room  has  been  a 
Caufe  of  any  Irritation  ? * 

I think  lefs  with  me  than  with  others. 

Do  you  know  that  the  going  in  of  any  of 
His  Majefty’s  Phyficians,  other  than  Dr. 
Willis,  or  the  going  in  of  Surgeons  or  Apo- 
thecaries, has  been  a greater  Caule  of  Irrita- 
tion than  the  going  in  of  Dr.  Willis  and  his 
Son  ? 

I think  thofe  he  fees  the  ofteneft  irritate 
him  the  leaft. 
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Was  you  prefent  at  the  Time  when  Dr. 
Willis  Teemed  to  impute  a Difturbance  of 
His  Majefty  to  the  unfeafonable  going  in  of 
Dr.  Warren  ? 

I remember  Dr.Willis’s  faying,  he  thought 
the  going  in  of  us  together  irritated  His 
Majefty. 

Were  you  ever  prefent  when  Dr.  Willis 
did  at  any  Time  impute  to  Dr.  Warren,  his 
having  gone  in  l'o  as  to  prevent  His  Majefty’s 
fleeping  ? 

I do  not  remember  his  faying  fo. 

Withdrew, 

/ 

, | | ' 

Doctor  WARREN  again  called  in,  and 
examined. 

tU  l'  I * . I 1 *J  it  .’  / : *•  ’ • i j J 

Have  you  feen  the  King  To-day  ? 

Yes. 

In  what  State  did  you  find  His  Majefty 
this  Morning,  and  what  Account  had  you 
of  the  anteceding  Day  ? 

I found  His  Majefty  in  a very  irritated 
State  this  Morning,  and  was  informed  that 
he  has  had,  in  the  Whole,  but  Five  Hours 
Sleep  in  the  Three  laft  Nights— that  having 

had 
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had  no  Sleep  at  all,  or  very  little,  the  Night 
before  laft,  it  was  propofed  to  give  Him 
fomething  laft  Night  to  compofe  and  quiet 
him — fuch  a Medicine  was  written  down, 
but  was  not  given  him. — It  was  propofed 
Yefterday  to  carryi  His  Majeffy  out  to  take 
the  Air — I was  not  informed  that  this  was 
mentioned  in  the  Confultation  in  the  Morn- 
ing, but  I was  informed  by  Dr.  John  Willis, 
that  His  Majefty’s  Pulfe  was  Yefterday  120 
in  a Minute — I was  likewife  informed  that 
He  had  lain  all  Night  under  Coercion,  and 
had  fweated  a great  deal.  Some  prudent 
Perfon  advifed  His  Majefty  fhould  not  be 
carried  out  to  take  the  Air.— I have  Reafon 
to  think  that  the  Pulfe  became  quieter  in  the 
Courfe  of  the  Day. — I found  it  this  Morn- 
ing between  106  and  108  in  a Minute,  and 
obferved  Marks  of  Fever  on  His  Majefty’s 
longue.  Dr.  John  Willis  told  me  that  he 
had  promifed  to  carry  His  Majefty  out  To- 
day, and  defired  me  to  confider,  whether  the 
not  complying  with  His  Expectations  might 
not  irritate  Him  a great,  deal. — I was  forry 
that  He  had  had  fuch  a Promife;  I was 
neceftitated  to  take  the  leaft  of  Two  Evils, 
and  advifed  that  His  Majefty  fhould  not  be 
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carried  out,  the  Thermometer  being  17,  as 
I am  informed,  below  the  freezing  Point; 
and  particularly,  as  Dr.  Willis  has  always 
obferved,  that  keeping  the  Pores  open  al- 
ways does  Idis  Majefty  great  Good.  Hi? 
Majefty  this  Morning  fuffered  me  to  come 
from  Him  with  great  Difficulty,  and  could 
not  eafily  be  prevailed  upon  by  me  to  let  go 
my  Hand. 

When  did  you  fee  His  Majefty  before  ? 

The  Day  before  Yefterday — on  Saturday 
Morning. 

In  what  State  was  He,  then  ? 

His  Majefty  had  fome  Fever  then — Pulfe 
between  80  and  50,  I believe,  but  was  very 
irritable ; could  not  be  kept  to  the  fame 
Objedt  for  any  Space  of  Time — tried  to  play 
at  Cards  with  me,  but  could  not,  and  ffiew- 
ed  many  ftrong  Marks  of  His  Diftemper. 

Whether  you  have  ever  obferved,  upon 
your  going  in  to  His  Majefty,  that  His 
Majefty’s  Irritation  was  increafed  by  your 
Prefence,  and  whether  He  has  {hewed  any 
Signs  of  Diflike  to  you  ? 

His  Majefty  in  general  receives  me  with 
Eagernefs — thinks  He  has  fomething  pecu- 
liar 
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liar  to  fay  to  me,  and  frequently  propofes  to 
confer  Favours  upon  me*  He  has  done  fa 
this  Morning. 

Whether  His  Majefty  has  ever  (hewn  any 
Signs  of  Diflike  towards  you  ? 

Not  lately;  but  His  Majefty  fometimes 
mixes  Marks  of  Diflike  with  Marks  of 
Favour;  but  in  general  thofe  of  Favour  are 
greatly  predominant. 

Since  what  Time  have  you  chiefly  obferved 
Marks  of  Favour  to  predominate? 

I do  not  recoiled  any  Mark  of  Disfavour 
at  any  particular  Time.  I was  in  great  Dif- 
favour  at  Windfor — it  continued  for  fome 
Time  after  His  Majefty  came  to  Kew; — it 
began  to  diminifh  foon  after  Dr.  Willis 
came;  I gradually  grew  into  great  Favour, 
and  remain  fo  at  prefent,  excepting  that 
fometimes  He  has  found  Fault  with  me  for 
bringing  him  from  Windfor;  but  at  another 
Time  told  me,  I did  right  in  bringing  Him 
from  Windfor;  and  perhaps  found  fome  other 
Faults,  but  not  lately,  that  I know  of. — 
This  is  the  Progrefs,  to  the  beft  of  my 
Recolleftion. 
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Have  you  heard  that  His  Majefty  has  been 
more  irritated  by  the  coming  in  of  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  ordinary  Phyficians,  Surgeons,  or 
Apothecaries,  in  a greater  Degree  than  by 
the  coming  in  of  Dr.  Willis  and  his  Sons  ? 

Not  that  I know  of ; I have  never  been 
fo  informed. 

Whetherthe  Prefence  of  anyObjetft,  which 
tends  to  excite  ftrong  Emotions  in  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Mind,  is  favourable,  or  otherwife,  to 
His  Recovery  ? 

Unfavourable. 

Has  there,  in  Fa£t,  been  any  Introduction 
of  Perfons,  to  your  Knowledge,  which  had 
a Tendency  to  excite  fuch  Emotions,,  and  to 
produce  fuch  Irritations? 

Yes. — I fhould  like  to  give  an  Account  of 
theFirft  Confultation  we  had  with  Dr.  Willis. 

i 

— The  Day  that  I introduced  Dr.  Willis  to 
the  King,  I fummoned  the  reft  of  Plis  Ma- 
jefty’s  Phyficians  to  a Confultation  at  my 
Houfe. — It  was  there  firft  fettled  as  a Prin- 
ciple, that  Quiet  of  Body  and  Mind  were  to 
be  endeavoured  to  be  obtained  by  every 
Means  poftible ; and  that  every  Thing  fhould 
be  carefully  kept  from  His  Majefty  that 

/ might 
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might  tend  to  prevent  this  defirable  Acqtii- 
fition.— It  was  fettled  that  a regular  Coeri 
cion  fhould  be  made  ufe  of— that  every 
Thing  Ihould  be  kept  from  His  Majefty  that 
was  likely  to  excite  any  Emotion — that 
though  His  Majefty  had  not  ftiewn  any  Signs 
of  an  Intention  to  injure  Himfelf,  yet  that 
it  was  abfolutely  neceflary,  confidering  the 
fudden  Impulfes  to  which  His  Diftemper 
fubje&s  People,  to  put  every  Thing  out  of 
the  Way  that  could  do  any  Mifchief.— To 
all  this  Dr.  Willis  alfented — yet  the  very 
■ next  Day  he  put  a Razor  into  His  Majefty’s 
Hand,  and  a Penknife.—— \^hen  I faw  the 
Doctor  next,  I afked  him  how  he  could  ven- 
ture to  do  fuch  a Thing — he  faid,  he  ftiud- 
dered  at  what  he  had  done. — As  he  made  ufe 
of  this  Expreftion,  I did  not  think  it  necef- 
fary  to  fay  much  to  him  upon  the  Subject— 
On  the  1 2th  of  December,  as  I apprehend, 
the  King  took  a Walk  in  the  Garden,  and 
fome  of  the  Royal  Children  were  ftiewn  to 
— this  produced  a confiderable  Emo- 
tion, which  was  accompanied  with  A£ls  de- 
monftrating  that  Emotion,  as  I was  inform- 
ed, to  the  beft  of  my  Memory,  by  Mr. 
Keate. — Notwithftanding  this  Effeft  of  fee- 
ing 
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ing  the  Children,  Dr.  Willis,  the  next  Day, 
introduced  that  Perfon,  whole  great  and 
amiable  Qualities  we  all  know  muft  necefta- 
rily  make  Her  the  deareft  and  tendered:  Ob- 
ject of  His  Majefty’s  Thoughts  : — The  In- 
terview was  fhort : — His  Majefty  was  foon 
afterwards  in  a great  State  of  Irritation;  and 
the  Uriel  Coercion  was,  I believe,  for  the  firft: 
Time,  a6tually  applied  that  Night — the 
Blifters  were  put  on  that  Night  likewife. 
The  next  Time  that  I faw  Dr.  Willis,  I fpoke 
to  him  upon  this  Subje£l  with  fome  Degree 
of  Sharpnefs,  becauie  it  was  contrary  to  my 
Opinion,  and  contrary  to  what  had  been 
fettled  in  Confutation ; for  it  had  been  re- 
ferred, that  whatever  could  be  done  by  De- 
liberation, Ihould  be  fettled  by  Confultation; 
that  the  Conduct  of  His  Majefty,  in  the  in- 
terior Room,  ftiould  be  left  to  Dr.  Willis’s 
Difcretion,  becaufe  it  did  not  admit  of  De- 
liberation.— I do  not  know  that  I convinced 
the  Docftor  that  his  Opinion  was  wrong,  but 
that  the  A£b  was  contrary  to  what  was  laid 
down  in  Confultation  could  not  be  denied. — 
I was  always  confidered,  by  the  higheft  Au- 
thority, as  the  Firft  Phyfician,  and  therefore 
thought  myfelf  particularly  refponfiblei  I 
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thought  myfelf  obliged  to  look  into,  and  to 
enquire  after  every  Thing  that  related  to  His 
Majefly  : I did  not  fuppofe  myfelf  in  a dif- 
ferent Situation  upon  the  Arrival  of  Dr. 
Willis,  and  therefore  took  the  Liberty  of 
fpeaking  to  him  with  fome  Degree  of  Autho- 
rity.—I remember,  when  his  Three  Atten- 
dants arrived,  I Tent  for  them  into  the  Phy- 
ficians  Room,  examined  them  very  carefully, 
particularly  as  to  the  Temper  with  which 
they  conducted  themfelves  towards  thofe 
whom  they  attended,  and  fpoke  to  them,  as 
they  were  Strangers  to  me,  in  fuch  a Man- 
ner as  to  let  them  know  that  their  Condudl 
would  be  ftridly  obferved. — My  being  Firft 
Phyfician  made  me  talk  to  Dr.  Willis  about 
every  Thing  that  I heard  of,  that  did  not  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  quite  accurate,  and  fome- 
times  led  toDiiputes. — I informed  the  Doc* 
tor,  that  he  was  there  in  a double  Capacity— 
as  Phyfician,  and  Attendant  on  His  Majefty 
in  the  interior  Room;  that  I muft  take  my 
Share  in  directing  what  related  to  Him  in 
the  Capacity  of  Phyfician,  though  I fhould 
not  interfere  with  refpedt  to  the  Condud:  of 
His  Majefty  in  the  interior  Room. — Non 
many  Days  after  this  Tranfa&ion  I obferved 

A a a Book 
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a Book  in  His  Majefty’s  Hands,  which  af- 
feCted  me  much,  and  immediately  deter- 
mined me  to  bring  a Charge  againft  Dr. 
Willis,  for  what  I thought  bad  Practice. — I 
do  not  mean  to  bring  the  Story  of  this  Book 
as  a Fault,  becaufe  I believe  there  was  no 
Intention  to  convey  fuch  a Book  to  HisMa- 
jefty  : It  was  the  Play  of  King  Lear,  not  in 
a Volume  of  Shakefpeare,  but  it  was  a cor- 
rected Lear,  by  Colman,  and  mixed  with  his 
Plays.  I can  have  no  Reafon  to  think,  that 
Dr.  Willis  could  fufpeCt  that  fuch  a Play  was 
in  that  Volume.  His  Majefty  told  me  that 
Dr.  Willis  brought  Ltim  the  Book,  and  Dr. 
Willis  did  not  deny  it,  when  I fpoke  to  him 
on  the  SubjeCt. — I do  not  bring  this  as  a 
Fault,  but  it  was  the  Circumltance  that  de- 
termined me  to  put  in  Execution  what  I had 
been  thinking  of  before,  with  refpeCt  to  Dr. 
Willis  j for  His  Majefty’s  Obfervation  on 
the  Book  affeCted  me  ftrangely.  I carried 
an  Account  of  this  to  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
and  he  defired  me,  as  he  had  done  in  every 
Cafe  of  Difficulty  that  had  happened,  from 
the  Beginning  of  the  Illnefs,  to  lay  the  Af- 
fair before  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  went  to  Kew,  I believe;  and  the 

* Refult 
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Refult  was,  when  I faw  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  the  Rules  of  the  Confultation  fhould  be 
ftrictiy  obeyed. — Dr.  Willis  has,  a fecond 
Time,  introduced  the  fame  great  and  amia- 
ble Perfon.  I was  informed,  that  fome  De- 
gree of  Irritation  came  on  in  the  Night;  but 
having  collected,  as  I thought,  from  feveral 
fmall  Circumftances,  that  the  Power  of  in- 
troducing Perfons  to  His  Majefty,  was  to  be 
left  entirely  to  Dr.  Willis,  I did  not  make 
any  Complaint  about  it. 

Can  you  afcertain  the  Time  of  the  laft 
Interview  ? 

I cannot. 

What  Time  of  Day  was  the  firft  Interview  ? 

I apprehend  the  firfl:  Interview  was  in  the 
Evening — and  that  the  Interview  happened* 
not  only  without  confulting  His  Majefty’ s 
Phyficians  colleftively,  but  that  Dr.Gifborne, 
who  was  in  the  Houfe  that  Evening,  and 
fitting  in  the  Anti-Chamber  when  the  Intro- 
duction took  Place,  was  not  confulted  upon 
the  Occafion. 


Do  you  know  who  were  prefent  at  the  In- 
rview  ? 
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I think  I was  informed.  Dr.  Gifborne  was 
in  fome  Part  of  the  Time,  if  not  all. 

How  foon  after  the  Interview ^id  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  State  of  Irritation  take  Place? 

I cannot  tell,  but  I apprehend  a little  be- 
fore, or  foon  after,  He  went  to -Bed:  I do 
not  know  the  exad  Time  of  the  Interview. 

Had  you  any  particular  Account  of.  that 
Interview,  or  of  the  Effect  which  it  produced 
at  the  Time  ? 

If  I miftake  not.  Dr.  Willis  informed  me 
it  lafted  about  Five  Minutes — that,  during 
that  Five  Minutes,  every  Thing  palled  agree- 
ably, but  that  fomething  was  thep  faid,  that 
induced  Dr.  Willis  to  put  an  End  to  the 
Vifit. 

Had  you  any  Account  of  the  Circum- 
ftances  or  Motives  which  led  to  that  Interview  ? 

I had  no  Account  previous  to  the  Inter- 
view. Afterwards,  in  talking  upon  the  Sub- 
ject with  Dr.  Willis,  he  mentioned  his  Mo- 
tives, or  Reafons,  for  thinking  the  Interview 
would  be  of  Service ; which  I could  not  agree 
to. 

Whether  vou  recoiled  the  Circumftances 

J 

which  attended  your  pairing  upon  his  Maje- 
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fly,  upon  a particular  Day,  concerning  which 
it  has  been  fince  faid,  that  you  prevented  His 
Majefty  from  going  to  fleep  ? 

I never  could  accurately  learn  what  Day 
was  fixed — I have  only  had  a Sufpicion  of  the 
Day. — I wifh  to  have  a Day  fixed,  that  I may 
meet  the  Charge. 

Was  there  any  Day  on  which  Dr.  Willis 
feemed  to  be  peculiarly  folicitous  to  prevent, 
or  delay,  your  going  in  to  the  King  ? 

I do  not  recoiled;  any  fuch  Day. 

Do  you  recoiled  any  Converfation  you  had 
with  Dr.  Willis  concerning  the  King’s  being 
afleep,  or  difpofed  to  fleep,  at  a Time  when 
you  was  going  in  to  His  Majefty  ? 

I remember  a Morning  when  Dr.  Willis 
faid.  His  Majefty  had  had  a bad  Night, 
which  I myfelf  had  been  acquainted  with  by 
afking  the  Page,  as  I pafted  by  the  King’s 
Anti-Chamber,  the  Door  of  which  I opened 
as  I was  going  .into  the  Phyficians  Room.— 
In  the  Phyficians’  Room  I mentioned  that  I 
had  learnt  the  King  had  had  a very  bad 
Night,  but  was  then  fallen  afleep.— I fat 
down,  and  what  Difcourfe  pafted  between 
me  and  Dr.  Willis  then,  about  the  Night,  I 
do  not  know— sk  few  Words  only. The 

/ Dodor 
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Do&or  foon  went  out  of  the  Room,  and 
when  he  returned,  faid,  tc  That  the  King 
<c  was  not  Deeping,  for  that  he  fpoke.” — I 
got  up,  the  attending  Phyfician  of  the  Day 
with  me,  and  walked  towards  Dr.  Willis — - 
we  went  together  through  the  Anti-Cham- 
ber ; when  I arrived  at  the  Door  of  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Bed-Room,  Dr.  Willis  faid,  You  may 
open  the  Door,  aCircumftance  that  I do  not 
recolledb  ever  to  have  happened  to  me  be- 
fore— fomebody  elfe  generally  opening  the 
Door ; — when  I opened  it,  I found  that  the 
Room  was  dark — I ftepped  forwards  very 
flowly  j as  foon  as  I had  gone  the  Width  of 
the  Door  I was  vifible  to  his  Majefty.  The 
Door  being  open.  His  Majefty  immediately 
addreftfed  himfelf  very  pointedly  to  me,  fay- 
ing, “ I am  glad  to  fee  you,”  and  adding 
His  Wifh  to  be  releafed  from  the  State  he  was 
then  in,  which  was  a State  of  Coercion.  I 
hefitated  ; went  one  Step  back  to  look  for 
Dr.  Willis,  who  was  Handing  very  near  me. 
I faid  fomething  to  the  Dodlor,  and  he  im- 
mediately replied,  in  Subftance,  that  if  His 
Majefty  complained  I might  comply  with 
His  Requeft.  In  confequence  of  which  it 
was  done,  by  my  Defire.  J (laid  butalhort 

Time 
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Time  with  his  Majefty,  and,  as  I was  walk- 
ing back,  I faid,  “ I had  fome  Doubts 
“ whether  the  complying  with  His  Majfty’s 

Requeft  was  not  improper,  for  He  is  in  a 
“ very  irritated  State.”  Dr.  Willis  faid, 
“ His  Majefty  will  rife  prefcntly,  and  then 
<c  we  (hall  be  able  to  do  without  Coercion.” 

Whether  Dr.  Willis  expre/fed,  at  that 
Time,  any  Difpleafure  at  what  you  had  done, 
or  reprefented  to  you  any  Mifchief  that  he 
conceived  likely  to  enfue  from  it? 

Not  that  I remember. 

On  what  Occafion  did  any  Difcourfe  arife, 
concerning  any  Certificate  fubfcribed  by  Dr. 
Willis,  relative  to  a Tranfaction  in  which 
His  Majefty’s  Sleep  had  been  prevented  or 
interrupted  ? 

The  Story  was  fo  abfurd,  that  I never 
gave  myfelf  the  Trouble  of  confuting  it. 
Sir  Lucas  Pepys  faid,  the  Sfory  would  do 
me  a great  deal  of  Harm.  I told  him,  I 
did  not  value  it,  or  fome  fuch  Expreffion. 
Notwithftanding  which,  without  any  Intima- 
tion from  me  on  the  Subje£t,  he  wrote  down 
a Paper,  without  my  knowing  what  it  was 
about,  till  he  was  very  near  the  End  of  it, 
and  in  a Minute  or  Two  more  /hewed  it  to 

Dr. 
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Dr.  Willis,  who  came  into  the  Room  atout 
that  Time,  and  fai-d,  that  he  had  no  Objection 
to  figning  of  it.  I never  confidered  it  of 
any  Importance,  nor  do  I now. 

Do  you  recoiled,  that  a Paper  was  offered 
to  Dr.  Willis,  and  that  he  refufed  to  fign  it* 
if  it  contained  any  thing  to  the  Purpofe, 
that  you  did  not  go  into  His  Majefty’s  Room 
at  a Time  it  was  probable  you  might  prevent 
His  going  to  fleep  ? 

I apprehend  the  Dodor  faid  fomething 
upon  that  Subjed  after  it  was  figned. 

Do  you  recoiled  any  thing  further  upon 
that  Subjed  ? 

After  it  was  over,  I faid  to  Dr.  Willis,  I 
would  not  tell  you  that  I had  done  you  a 
Civility  this  Morning,  while  this  Thing  was 
depending,  and  then  mentioned  it  to  him. 

Do  you  recoiled  any  Converfation  relative 
to  your  faying  you  was  a Spy  upon  diem  all  ? 

I do — I am  very  glad  this  Circumftance 
was  mentioned. — I went  upon  a certain  Morn- 
ing, immediately  after  my  Arrival  at  Kew, 
into  the  Anti-Chamber,  and  afked  the  Page 
how  His  Majefty  did  ? he  replied,  that  He 
had  had  a very  bad  Night,  was  juft  then 

fallen 
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fallen  to  deep,  and  you  mtift  not  go  in.— 
You  know,  faid  I,  that  I am  a Spy,  and 

mud  fee  the  King  : — I did  not  mean  then . 

and  vyent  immediately  to  the  Phyficians 
Room. — This  was  fpoken  in  a very  good- 
natured  Manner,  and  meant  no  more,  than 
that  I,  from  my  Situation,  was  an  Infpeftor. 
—Will  the  Committee  pleafe  to  confider, 
whether  any  Man,  who  meant  to  be  a Spy, 

ever  told  it  of  himfelf  ? 

' * ■ r • 1 » 1 ■ ? : . Fn  i * . 

. . Have  any  violent  Difputes  ever  exifted 
between  His  Majefty’s  Phyficians,  concern- 
ing the  Method  of  His  Medical  Treatment^ 

- No,  if  you  mean  the  Medicines,  fo  far  as 
I know. 

' J . * ' * wd'i  i,  flS  V > 

Have  any  Difputes  arifen  betwen  any  of 
the  Phyficians  among  themfelves  (the  Dif- 
rputes  with  Dr.  Willis  excepted)  concerning 
any  Part  of, his  Treatment  ? 

Never.  ' . 

Do  you  recoiled  whether  Dr.  Willis  re- 
monftrated  againlt  the  Ufe  of  Bliflers,  as 
fuppofing  them  improper  in  this  Cafe,  or 
dangerous  ? 

On  the  contrary,  the  Doflor  fpoke  highly 
in  Commendation.of  Bliflers  in  fimilar  Dif- 
orders.  * : . . v ■ ; j 
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Do  you  recollect  any  Perfon  that  was  pre- 
fent  at  this  Difcourfe  ? 

I believe  all  the  Phyficians  can  fpeak  to 
his  holding  this  Language — fome  of  them 
can,  I certainly  know — Dr.  Gifborne,  Sir 
Lucas  Pepys,  Dr.  Reynolds,  and  probably 
Sir  George  Baker. 

Whether,  upon  the  whole  Confideration 
of  His  Majefly’s  Cafe,  from  your  own  Ob- 
fervation,  and  the  belt  Information  you  can 
colled,  His  Majefty  has  mended,  in  His 
particular  Diforder,  fince  you  were  firft  exa- 
mined before  this  Committee  ? 

No  ; he  was  more  disturbed  part  of  Yeffer- 
day  and  the  Night  before,  from  the  Infor- 
mation that  Ireceived,  and  isfo  this  Morn- 
ing, than  I ufually  fee  him. 

Whether,  in  the  Report  fent  to  St.  James’s, 
the  “tranquil,”  “quiet,”  “calm,”  “com- 
“ pofed,”  and  the  like,  are  meant  by  you, 
fo  far  as  you  have  figned  them,  to  exprefs 
any  Amendment  in  the  King’s  peculiar  Ma- 
lady, or  a different  State  of  Temper,  the 
fame,  or  confiderable  Symptoms  of  Derange- 
ment exifting  ? 

O , 

The  Words  are  not  meant  by  me  to  ex- 
prefs any  Amendment  of  the  important 
Complaint. 


Has 
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Has  any  Influence,  Command,  Direction, 
or  Perfuafion,  been  ufed  to  you,  from  any 
Perfon  whatfoever,  to  reprefent  His  Ma- 
jeft.y’s  Cafe  in  a lefs  favourable  Light  than  it 
appeared  to  you  upon  your  own  J udgment  ? 

Certainly  not. 

When  Dr.  Warren  was  examined  before 
this  Committee  on  Thurfday  laft,  was  he  ac- 
quainted at  that  Time  with  the  feveral  Cir- 
cumftances  of  Dr.  Willis’s  Conduft  which 
he  has  this  Day  ftated  to  the  Committee,  as 
having  excited  Irritation  in  his  Majefty  ? 

Yes. 

Whether  the  Paper  which  you  received 
from  Dr.  Willis  was,  in  Point  of  Faft,  ac- 
cording to  the  belt  of  your  prefent  Recol- 
leftion,  an  Acknowledgment  that  you  had  not 
waked  His  Majefty,  or  an  Acknowledgment 
that  you  had  not  prevented  him  from  going 
to  fleep  ? 

I muft  refer  to  the  Paper;  I can  hardly 
fay  that  I read  it  with  Accuracy — but  I am 
ready  to  fend  the  Paper  here. 

Whether,  upon  that  Morning  in  which 
you  fay,  that  you  ufed  the  Words  in  the 
Senft  in  which  you  have  explained  them, 
relative  to  your  being  a Spy,  you  recolledt 
B b 2 being 
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being  defired  by  Mr.  Braundpor  Mr.  Comp- 
ton, or  Dr.  Willis,  not  to  go  into  His  Ma* 
jefty’s  Room  ? 

I certainly  heard  no  fuch  Words  at  the 
Time  I was  going  into  the  Room;  I have 
already  related  what  I heard  from  the  Page, 
when  I firft  went  into  the  Anti-Chamber,  at 
my  Arrival  at  Kew. 

Did  you,  according  to  the  Rule  which  on 
Thurfday  laft  you  Hated  to  the  Committee 
you  had  made  ever  fince  Dr.  Willis  came, 
not  to  go  in  without  afking  the  Dodtor  or 
his  Son  whether  it  was  a proper  Time,  afk  * 
the  Dodlor  or  his  Son,  on  that  Morning, 
whether  it  was  a proper  Time  for  you  to  go 
in  ?' 

No,  I did  not;  but,  upon  the  Doctor’s 
obferving  that  the  King  was  awake,  I took 
it  for  granted  that  this  fhewed  that  it  was  a 
proper  Time  for  my  going  into  the  King’s 
Room. 

Was  there  any  particular  Neceftity  for 
your  going  in  that  Morning? 

The  fame  Neceflity  there  always  was,  to- 
gether with  the  Circumftance  of  its  having 
been  a bad  Night. 


Whether 
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Whether  the  Circumftances  which  you 
have  mentioned,  of  the  Increafe  of  Irritation, 
theQuicknefs  of  Pulfe,  and  the  other  Symp- 
toms, as  having  been  obferved  by  you  fince 
you  were  laft  examined  by  this  Committee, 
produce  any  material  Alteration  in  the  Opi- 
nion which  you  have  before  ftated  to  this 
Committee  refpedting  the  Probability  of  His 
Majefty’s  Recovery  ? 

No. 

Upon  what  Ground  was  your  Opinion  of 
Recovery  founded  ? 

By  Calculation. 

Withdrew. 

£!ir  GEORGE  BAKER  again  called 
in,  and  Examined. 

When  did  you  laft  fee  his  Majefty  ? 

Yefterday  Morning. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee  in  what 
State  His  Majefty  was  then,  and  had  been 
in  the  Day  preceding,  according  to  your 
own  Obfervations,  and  the  beft  Information 
you  have  received  ? 

According  to  the  Information  which  I 
received.  His  Majefty  had  palled  the  pre- 
ceding Afternoon  quietly  that  He  had  had 

a very 
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a very  redlefs  Night,  without  any  Sleep  j 
that  from  Six  o’Clock  to  Eight  in  the  Morn- 
ing He  was  very  much  difturbed.  When  I 
vifited  his  Majedy,  He  talked  for  about  a 
Minute  a little  confidently,  but  then  went 
into  a total  Alienation. 

How  long  did  you  day  with  his  Majedy  ? 

Perhaps  about  Twenty  Minutes — I cannot 
jfay  with  Accuracy. 

Do  you,  from  what  you  have  oblerved  on 
this  and  the  former  Occafions,  believe  His 
Majedy  to  have  been  lately,  at  any  Time,, 
capable  of  reading  a Book,  with  Attention 
and  Obfervation,  for  any  Length  of  Time 
together  ? * 

From  what  I have  obferved  lately,  I do 
not  conceive  that  His  Majedy  has  been  ca- 
pable of  reading  a Book,  for  any  Length  of 
Time,  with  Attention  and  Obfervation. 

Whether,  when  you  obferved  the  fird 
Symptoms  of  His  Majedy’s  Diforder,  on  the 
Twenty-fecond  Oddober,  you  communicated 
your  Apprehenfions  to  any  Perfon  ? 

I communicated  my  Apprehenfions  by  a 
Note  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

To  any  other  Perfon  ? 

7 - - No, 
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. - , 

No,  not  that  Night,  except  to  Mr.  P. 

Hawkins. 

When  did  yon  communicate  your  Appre- 
henfions  to  the  Chancellor  of  theExchecquer? 

The  Tvventy-fecond  of  October. 

Do  you  recoiled  the  Circumftances  of  that 
Communication  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  or  any  Thing  that  palled  in 
confequence  ? 

The  Terms  of  the  Communication  were, 

SirG.  Baker  is  forry  to  acquaint  Mr.  Pitt, 

that  he  has  juft  left  His  Majefty  in  an 
<c  Agitation  of  Spirits  bordering  on  Deli- 
“ Hum.”  In  confequence  of  that  Commu- 
nication, Mr.  Pitt  called  on  me,  on  Thurfday 
the  Twenty-third  of  Odober,  about  Two 
o’Clock  in  the  Morning,  I believe,  after  I 
was  gone  to  Bed.  It  was  Twelve  o’Clock 
when  I came  home;  I fent  the  Note  to  Mr. 
Pitt  immediately  after. — I endeavoured  to 
give  Mr.  Pitt  a more  full  Account  of  what  I 
had  obferved. 

Do  you  recoiled:  being  alked,  in  that  Con- 
vention, if  you  thought,  under  the  Circum- 
ftances you  had  mentioned,  it  was  prudent 
that  His  Majefty  Ihould  be  left  that  Night 

without 
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without  any  Phyfician,  or  fomething  to  that 
Effect? 

I do  not  recollect  any  Thing  of  the  Kind. 

Do  you  recoiled!  mentioning,  after  fome 
Converfation  on  the  particular  Circumftance 
of  His  Majefty’s  Situation  at  that  Time,  that 
Mr.  Hawkins  the  Surgeon  was  in  the  Houfe, 
or  next  Door,  and  that  you  thought  that 
fully  fufficient  ? 

I do  recoiled!  that  I told  Mr.  Pitt,  that 
Mr.  Hawkins  and  I had  talked  about  bleed- 
ing His  Majefty,  and  that  we  waited  fome 
Time  in  Confideration  of  that,  before  I left 
the  Houfe ; but  we  found  no  Alarm  had  been 
taken  by  any  of  the  Family,  and  that  if  any 
Difficulty  occurred  in  the  Night,  Mr. 
Hawkins  would  naturally  be  fent  for,  and  in 
an  Hour,  or  an  Hour  and  an  Half,  I could 
come  to  His  Majefty. 

Whether  you  mentioned  the  Circumftance 
of  the  King’s  Illnefs  to  any  other  Perfon  near 
His  Majefty,  from  that  Time  to.  the  Time  of 
His  next  Attack  ? 

- I do  not  recoiled!  that  I did. — I muft  ex- 
plain that;  for  when  I went  the  next  Morn- 
ing, I found  His  Majefty  had  pafted  a very 
quiet  Night,  and  was  without  Complaint,  as 
:1  communicated  to  Mr.  Pitt  by  his  Meflenger. 

Then 


[ 201  j 

1 hen  you  did  not  conceive  it  neceflary, 
or  advifable,  to  acquaint  His  Royal  Highnefs 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  or  any  other  of  the 
Royal  Family,  with  the  Apprehenlions  you 
had  conceived  the  Night  before? 

I did  not  conceive  it  neceflary  to  acquaint 
His  Royal  Highnefs  with  my  Apprehenfions 
the  Night  before,  for  this  Reafon  only,  be- 
caufe  I thought  I had  been  miftaken. 

Did  you,  for  the  fame  Reafon,  abftain 
from  informing  Her  Majefty  ? 

For  the  fame  Reafon. 

Whether  Sir  George  Baker  obferves  any 
luither  Degree  of  Convalefence  in  His  Ma- 
jefty, than  when  he  was  laft  examined  before 
this  Committee  ? 

No  Signs  of  Convalefcence. 

Whether  Sir  George  Baker,  duly  attending 
to  the  Circumftances  which  he  has  mentioned 
in  his  Examination  this  Evening,  does,  or 
does  not,  in  his  Confcience,  think  that  the 
Chance  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery,  from  his 
prefent  Indifpofition,  is  as  good,  or  greater, 
or  lefs,  than  it  was  when  he  was  laft  examined 
before  this  Committee  ? 

It  is  as  good. 

C c 
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Can  you  define  to  the ' Committee  the 
Meaning  of  the  Word  Convalefcence  ? 

Some  Degree  of  Recovery,  I fuppofe,  it 
means.  If  it  does  not  mean  a Recovery,  it 
. means  fomething  towards  a Recovery. 

Whether,  in  any  Diforder,  any  Degree  of 
• Amendment  would  come  under  the  Term 
Convalefcence  ? 

I think  hardly. — In  a Fever,  if  your  Pulfe 
was  fomewhat  quieter  To-day  than  Yefter- 
dav,  I Ihould  not  fay  that  you  were  Conva- 
lefcent,  but  that  you  were  Better. 

1 • ■ i ' 

Is  it  to  be  underftood  that  a Perfon  may 

be  Better,  without  being  Convalefcent  ? 

He  certainly  may. 

When  you  attended  His  Majefty  Yefter- 
day,  what  were  the  Obfervations  you  made 
upon  the  State  of  His  Majefty’s  Pulfe,  and 
of  the  State  of  His  general  bodily  Health  ? 

The  State  of  the  Pulfe  was  84,  and  as  to 
the  State  of  His  bodily  Health,  it  was  much 
as  it  had  been. — His  Majefty  is  grown  ex- 
tremely thin. 

Was  there  any  Fever,  or  any  Thing  mate- 
rially different  in  the  State  of  His  bodily 

Health 
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Health  from  what  it  had  been  for  foine  Time? 

No,  nothing  materially  different. 

Does  His  Majefty’s  general  Habit,  or  His 
prefent  Diforder,  make  His  Majefty  liable 
to  fudden  and  temporary  Variations  in  the 
State  of  His  Pulfe? 

I do  not  know  the  Meaning  of  the  Word 
Habit;  but  as  to  the  prefent  Diforder,  it  cer- 
tainly makes  His  Majefty  liable  to  fudden 
Variations  of  His  Pulfe.  I have  counted  it 
from  68  to  126,  but  not  within  fhort  Intervals. 

Whether  you  confider  fome  temporary  or 
occafional  rational  Difcourfe,  a Proof  of  the 
Abfence  of  this  Malady  ? 

I do  not. 

Will,  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether 
you  have,  or  have  not,  known  many  People 
extremely  ill  of  this  Malady,  and  who  have 
never  been  cured,  that  did  notwithftanding 
occafionally  ufe  fome  rational  Difcourfe? 

I have  hardly  ever  feen  a Perfon  in  that 
Situation,  who  cannot  occafionally  talk  ra- 
tionally. 

Whether  you  do  not  know  that  Perfons  in 
this  Malady,  who  in  the  Prefence  of  certain 
Attendants  have  abftained  from  thofe  Dif- 

C c 2 courfes 
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courfes  and  Actions  which  would  indicate  the 
Malady  ? 

Certainly. 

' How  many  Perfons  labouring  under  this 
Malady,  who  had  been  Three  Months  ill, 
have  recovered,  under  the  foie  Care  of  your- 
l'elf,  during  your  Life? 

Not  one. 

Whether  a Patient  having  occafional 
rational  Converfation,  while  labouring  un- 
der this  Malady,  is  not  more  favourable  than 
when  that  Circumftance  is  wanting? 

I like  it  better  but  I am  not  fure  it  is 
more  favourable. 

How  many  Patients  have  you,  in  the 
whole  Courfe  of  your  Life,  thought  it  proper 
to  continue  under  your  foie  Care,  after  they 
had  continued  Three  Months  under  your 
foie  Care,  indifpoled  in  this  Malady  ? 

Twenty,  I believe. 

How  many  of  thofe  Patients  have  you 
cured  ? 

Not  One. 

Of  that  Number,  which  you  fuppofe  to 
be  Twenty,  are  you  able  to  ftate  how  many 
of  them  ultimately  did  recover  ? 

I do  not  believe  any  of  them. 


Did 
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Did  thofe  Perfons  remain  under  your  Care, 
to  the  beft  of  your  Knowledge,  as  long  as 
they  lived  ? 

I do  not  know  that. 

' t 

Then,  do  you  know  whether  ultimately 
they  were  cured  or  not  ? 

I can  fay  nothing  at  all  to  fome  of  them. 

Can  you  fay  under  what  Care  thofe,  to 
whofe  Cafe  you  can  fay  nothing,  were  put, 
after  they  ceafed  to  be  under  your  Care  ? 

Some  of  them  have  gone  into  Hofpitals, 
others  intp  private  HoufeS. 

Whether  there  are  particular  Symptoms 
which  enable  you  to  date  it  as  your  Opinion, 
that  Patients  never  will  be  cured  ? 

When  the  Diforder  degenerates  into  a 
State  of  Fatuity,  there  are  no  Hopes  of  Cure. 

Whether  it  is  not  common  for  this  Dif- 
order,  where  it  long  continues  without  Cure, 
to  degenerate  into  fuch  a State  ? 

Very  common. 

What  is  your  Opinion  of  a Calculation, 
which,  under  any  Management  you  have 
hitherto  heard  of,  gives  9 Cures  out  of  io 
Maladies,  provided  they  are  taken  into  Hand 

within 
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within  Three  Months  after  the  Commence- 
ment of  the  Diforder  ? 

As  far  as  I know,  from  my  own  Experi-, 
ence,  and  from  the  Experience  of  Dr.  Batty, 
whom  I attended  formerly,  fych  a Calcula- 
tion is  incredible. 

Whether  the  Lofs  of  Flefh  which  you  have 
mentioned,  has  been  attended  with  Lofs  of 
Strength  ? 

About  a Month  ago  there  was  no  Lofs  of 
Strength-^— His  Majefty  has  had  fo  little  Ex- 
ercife  fince,  that  I cannot  judge  now. 

To  what  Caufe  do  you  attribute  the  Lofs 
of  Flefh  ? 

To  Agitation,  and  to  Perfpiration,  and 
lefs  Sleep  than  ufual  j thofe  are  all  the  Caufes 
that  occur  to  me. 

Whether  Lofs  of  Flefh,  in  Cafes  of  this 
Sort,  affords  any  Argument  as  to  the  PrQr- 
bability  of  Recovery  ? 

I think  it  affords  no  Argument  either  way. 

Sir  George  Baker  defired  the  Two  fol- 
lowing Queftions  and  Anfwers,  in  his 
Examination  on  Thurfday  laft,  might 
be  read. 

Q. 
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c<  Has  Sir  George  Baker  attended  His 
<{  Majefty  only,  or  has  he  been  employed  in 
“ attending  the  Royal  Family?” 

A.  tc  Both  His  Majefty,  and  alfo  the 
“ Royal  Family — I mean  the  Family  at 
“ Windfor  and  at  Kew.” 

ff  Is  Sir  George  Baker  now  employed 
tc  to  attend  on  the  Royal  Family  ?” 

A.  <f  Only  the  King,  not  the  Royal 
“ Family.” 

Sir  George  Baker  then  defired  that  his 
Anfwer  to  the  Firft  of  thofe  Quef- 
tions  might  ftand  as  follows. 

ct  Both  His  Majefty  and  the  Queen,  and 
tc  the  Royal  Family  refiding  with  their 
<c  Majefties.” 

And  that  his  Anfwer  to  the  Second 
Queftion  might  ftand  as  follows. 

<f  Not  on  the  Royal  Family.” 

Do  you  know  any  Inftance  of  Dr.  Warren, 
or  any  other  Phyfician,  by  improper  Inter- 
ruption difturbing  His  Majefty’s  Reft,  or 
preventing  His  going  to  fleep  ? 

I know  no  fuch  Inftance. 

Sir 
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Sir  George  Baker  having  faid,  in  Anfwer 
to  a Queftion  put  to  him,  That,  duly  at- 
tending to  the  feveral  Circumftances  which 
he  has  mentioned  in  his  Examination  this 
Evening,  he  does  in  his  Confcience  think 
that  the  Chance  of  His  Majefty’s  Recovery 
is  as  good  as  when  he  was  laft  examined  be- 
fore this  Committee — and  feveral  Queftions 
having  been  addreffed  to,  and  feveral  An - 
fwers  given  by,  him  fince  he  fo  declared  his 
Opinion,  Does  he  continue,  in  his  Con- 
fcience, to  hold  the  fame  Opinion,  due  Re- 
gard being  had  to  the  feveral  Circumftances 
referred  to  in  fuch  Queftions  and  Anfwers  ? 

I am  of  the  fame  Opinion  that  I was  Two 
Hours  ago.  Withdrew. 

Sir  LUCAS  PEPYS  again  called  in, 
and  examined. 

Whether  you  know  any  Inftance  of  Dr. 
Warren,  or  any  other  Phyfician,  by  improper 
Interruption,  difturbing  His  Majefty’s  Reft, 
or  preventing  Him  from  going  to  deep  ? 

No  Inftance. 

When  did  you  fee  the  King  laft  ? 

I came  from  Him  this  Morning. 


In 
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In  what  State  did  you  leave  His  Majefty  } 

Rather  quieter  than  He  was  laft  Night 

very  far  from  being  fo  calm  as  I have  feeri 
Him, 


Have  ther£  been,  within  the  iaft  three 
Days,  great  Signs  of  Fever  and  Irritation  ? 
Very  confiderable. 


How  has  His  Majefty  been,  with  refpe$ 
to  Sleep,  within  that  Time  ? 

From  the  Report  of  the  Pages,  who  have 
fat  up  for  the  laft  Three  Nights,  it  appears 

that  His  Majefty  has  not  had  above  Five  or 
Six  Hours  Sleep; 

A PAPER*  of  which  the  following  is  a 
Copy,  was  then  fhewn  to  Sir  Lucas  Pepys, 

" Kew  Houfe, 

“ December  25th,  1788. 
A malicious  Report  having  been  im* 
tc  duftrioully  circulated,  that  Dr.  Warren 
" had  gone  into  His  Majefty’s  Bedchamber, 

“ contrary  to  the  Defire  of  Dr.  Willis  and 
the  Pages,  and  then  and  there,  in  a 
" violent  Manner,  difturbed  His  Majefty 
" £)Ut  his  Sleep,  in  confequence  of  which 
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Ct  he  became  more  than  ufually  difturbed — 
“ This  is  to  certify,  that  the  Whole  of  the 
tc  above  Report  is  not  true,  and  is  merely 
“ founded  in  Malice. 

« F.  WILLIS.” 

tc  Thurfday  Morning.” 

This  Paper  was  written  by  me,  and  figned 
by  Dr.  Willis,  upon  the  25th  of  December 
laft. 

What  Share  had  Dr.  Warren  in  procuring 
the  Drawing  up  or  perfuading  the  Signature 
of  this  Paper  ? 

Having  heard  frequently  of  the  Report 
mentioned  in  this  Paper,  and  conceiving  it 
to  be  very  injurious  to  his  Character,  with- 
out any  Communication  with  Dr.  Warren 
on  the  Subject,  and  whilft  Dr.  Warren  and 
Dr.  Willis  were  talking  in  the  Room,  I 
haftily  wrote  this  Paper,  wifhing  thereby  to 
put  an  End  to  all  Altercation.  I lliewed  it 
to  Dr.  Warren,  who  immediately  prefented 
it  to  Dr.  Willis ; and  I told  Dr.  Willis  I 
conceived  he  could  have  no  Objection  to 
fign  his  Name  in  Contradiction  to  luch  a 
malicious  Report:  This  he  readily  did,  and 

Dr. 
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Dr.  Warren  thanked  him  for  having  fo  done. 
— Nothing  more  pafted  on  the  Subject. 

Did  Dr.  Willis  at  the  Time,  make  a Dif- 
tindion  between  preventing  Sleep,  and 
waking  from  Sleep — refufing  to  give  any 
Certificate  with  regard  to  the  preventing, 
but  confenting  to  this  Certificate  with  regard 
to  the  waking— or  any  Diftindions  to  that 
Effed? 

No  fuch  Diftindion  was  made  to  me,  nor 
were  there  any  more  Words,  to  the  bed  of 
my  Recolledion,  pafled  on  the  Subjed. 
What  they  might  fay,  I do  not  know,  for  I 
was  writing. 

Did  you  defire  Dr.  Willis  to  give  a Cer- 
tificate to  the  former  Effed,  which  he  re- 
fufed  ? 

No,  I never  afked  him  anymore  Queftions 
on  the  Subjed. 

Was  not  this  Certificate  to  meet  the  par- 
ticular Charges,  which  you  had  heard  were 
circulated  againft  Dr.  Warren  ? 

Yes. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether 
the  Report  that  had  been  circulated  was,  to 
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the  befl:  of  your  Information,  that  Dr.  War- 
ren had,  in  a violent  Manner,  difturbed  His 
Majefty  out  of  His  Sleep — or,  that  he  had 
prevented  Him  from  going  to  Sleep  ? 

I wifhed,  by  the  Certificate,  to  meet  the 
Report  of  Dr.  Warren’s  having  difturbed 
His  Majefty  while  fieeping,  which  was  the 
Report  that  was  circulated. 

Withdrew* 
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Martis,  if  die  Januarii  1789. 
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The  Reverend  Dodlor  FRANCIS  WILLIS 
again  called  in,  and  examined. 

D ° yOU  remember  the  Time  when  you 

. 'vere  firft  introduced  to  attend  on  His 
Majefty  ? 

About  Friday  Five  or  Six  Weeks. 

Do  you  remember  at  that  Time  a general 

Confutation  of  all  the  Phyficians,  at  which 
you  was  prefent  ? 

Yes. 


Was  the  Objedt  of  that  Confutation  to 
fettle  the  general  Rules  upon  which  His 
Majefty  s Cafe  was  to  be  condufted  > 
Concerning  Medicines  in  particular. 

nfK-*8^’  3t  th3t  Time>  » k«P  out 
pf  the  Way  of  His  Majefty  every  Thing  by 

which  a Perfon,  under  His  Diftemper 

might  from  fudden  Impulfe,  be  induced  to 
injure  himfelf? 

_Ido  not  remember  one  Word  about  it- 
Thmgs  of  that  Sort,  I underftood,  were  left 

to  me  to  judge  at  the  Moment. 

Do 
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Do  you  remember  your  having  out  aRazor 
and  Penknife  into  the  Hands  of  His  Ma- 
jefty, the  Day  after  the  Confultation  ? 

His  Majefty  had  not  been  fhaved  for  a 
long  While,  perhaps  a Fortnight,  or  Three 
Weeks;  and  the  Perfon  chat  had  been  ufed 
to  (have  him,  could  not  complete  the  Parts 
of  his  upper  and  under  Lips;  and,  being 
confident,  from  the  Profefiions  and  Humour 
of  His  Majefty  at  that  Moment,  I fuffered 
His  Majefty  to  fhave  His  Lips  himfelf;  and 
then  He  defired  He  might  have  His  whole 
face  lathered,  that  He  might  juft  run  it  over, 
with  a Razor;  and  He  did  fo  in  a very  calm 
Manner.  His  Nails  alfo  wanted  cutting 
very  much ; and  upon  His  Affurance,  and 
upon  my  Confidence  in  His  Looks,  I fuffered 
him  to  cut  His  own  Nails  with  a Penknife 
while  I flood  by  Him. — It  is  neceffary  for 
a Phyfician,  efpecially  in  fuch  Cafes, 'to  be 
able  to  judge,  at  the  Moment,  whether  he 
can  confide  in  the  Profeffions  of  his  Patient; 
and  I never  was  difappointed  in  my  Opinion, 
whether  the  Profeffions  of  the  Patient  were 
to  be  relied  on  or  no. 

After  having  attended  a Patient  for  fo 

fhort  aTinje,  as  you  then  had  His  Majefty, 

have 
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have  you  fuffered  them  to  (have  themfelves, 
or  cut  their  own  Nails  ? 

I do  not  know  particularly  as  to  that ; but 
I have  trufted  them  with  a Knife  and  Fork, 
at  as  early  a Time,  I believe. 

As  both  thefe  Operations  might  have  been 
performed  by  other  People,  was  there  any 
particular  Reafon  which  induced  you  to 
fuffer  His  Majefty  to  do  them  Himfelf  ? 

The  Reafon  was,  the  great  Uneafinefs  and 
Diftreis  His  Majefty  fhevved  from  the  Razor 
going  over  His  Lips,  by  the  Length  of  the 
Hair,  and  the  Perfon  not  being  able  to  ac- 
complifh  it. 

vj 

Had  you  any  Converfation  foon  after,  with 
Dr.  Warren,  on  the  Subjeft  of  that  Tranf- 
a&ion  ? 

I believe  I had,  a Day  or  two  after. 

What  were  the  Particulars  of  that  Con- 
verfation ? 

I do  not  know  any  further,  than  that  the 
Do&or  lhewed  his  Surprize  that  I had  fuf- 
fered his  Majefty  to  perform  thofe  Two 
Operations  Himfelf; — upon  which  I told  the 

Doctor,  as  I have  now  mentioned,  I believe 

that,  at  the  Moment,  I was  fure  thofe  In- 

ftruments 
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ftruments  were  very  fafe  in  His  Majefty’s 
Hands ; but  that  it  had  a bad  Effedt,  be- 
eaufe  His  Majefty  imagined,  from  thence, 
that  He  might  have  the  Liberty  of  doing 
other  Things. 

Upon  Dr.  Warren’s  exprefting  his  Surprize 
to  you,  did  you  fay  to  Dr.  Warren,  that 
you  fhuddered  at  what  you  had  done  ? 

I do  not  remember  any  Thing  of  it. 

r I 

At  the  Confultation,  to  which  you  have 
already  referred,  was  it  not  a Principle  fet- 
tled among  the  Phyficians,  that  Quiet  of 
Body  and  Mind  were  to  be  endeavoured  to 
be  obtained  by  every  Means  poffible? 

I believe  it  was  ; but  I do  not  remember 
any  Particulars  of  it. 

Do  you  recolledt  it  having  been  fettled  at 
fuch  Confultation,  that  every  Thing  flhould 
be  kept  from  His  Majefty  that  was  likely  to 
excite  any  Emotion  ? 

I do  not  remember  any;  but  underftood 
that,  as  I was  in  the  Houfe  for  that  particu- 
lar  Occafion,  I was  to  ufe  my  own  Difcretion. 

v 

Do  you  recoiled!:  His  Majefty  to  have  taken 
a Walk  in  the  Garden,  at  Kew,  on  a parti- 
cular Day,  early  in  the  Month  of  December? 

I think 
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I think  His  Majefty  walked  out  Two 
Days  fuccelTively,  early  in  December. 

Was  it  about  the  12th  of  December  ? 

I fancy  it  was  there  or  thereabouts  j he 
walked  out  but  twice. 

On  either  of  thofe  Days,  did  His  Majefty 
fee  any  of  the  Royal  Children  in  the  Courfe 
of  his  Walk  ? 

When  He  came  by  the  Houfe,  the  firft 
Day,  He  looked  up  at  the  Windows  where 
the  Princelfes  are  generally,  and  complained 
very  heavily  that  they  would  not  fo  much  as 
fhew  themfelves  to  Him. — In  confequence  of 
Which,  the  next  day,  I did  defire  that  they 
Ihould  appear,  and  myfelf  ftood  at  the  Win- 
dow, with  two  of  the  PrinccftTes,  when  His 
Majefty  was  coming  by  ; and  His  Majefty 
fhewed  extravagant  Joy  at  the  Sight  of  them, 
though  He  laid,  His  Eyes  did  not  fuffer 
Him  to  fee  the  Princefs  Amelia  fo  well  as  He 
could  wifh. 

How  long  were  the  Princeftes  iA  His  Maj 
jefty’s  Sight  ? 

Not  many  Seconds* 

Do  you  think  that  this  Circumftance,  of 
haying  feen  thofe  Princeftes,  was  attended 
E e with 
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with  any  material  bad  Confequences  in  His 
Majefty’s  State  ? 

I think  quite  the  contrary. 

Do  you,  oi‘  do  you  not,  think  that  in  the 
Conduct  of  fuch  a Cure,  as  that  of  His  Ma- 
jefty’s  Diforder,  it  is  of  Ufe  that  the  Patients 
fhould  be  gradually,  or  at  Times,  accuftom- 
ed  to  Scenes  of  an  interefling  Nature,  fuch 
as  that  you  have  defcribed  ? 

I am  very  fure  that  fuch  Occurrences  can 
fcarce  be  too  frequent,  as  it  comforts  the 
Patient  to  think  that  He  is  with  His  Family, 
and  that  they  are  affedtionate  to  Him ; — and 
upon  Enquiries  of  Patients  who  have  been 
cured  of  the  fame  Indifpofition,  they  have 
always  mentioned  thofe  Occurrences  having 
given  them  the  greateft  Comfort,  and,  as 
they  thought,  helped  very  much  towards 
their  Recovery. 

Is  it  your  Opinion,  that  fuffering  his  Ma- 
jefty  to  continue  anxious  for  a Sight  of  His 
Children  would  have  been  attended  with 
more,  or  lefs,  Inconvenience,  than  the  Irri- 
tation which  the  feeing  of  them  might  occa- 
fion  ? 


There 
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There  would  have  been  more  Inconvenience 
in  His  not  feeing  them,  from  His  Anxiety; 
for  the  Irritation  occafioned  by  a Patient 
feeing  his  Friends  or  Relations  is  entirely 
overbalanced  by  the  fofteninghim  into  Tears, 
which  ever  leads  to  Amendment. 

-j 

Do  you  confider  the  obfervino:  thofe  Emo- 
* tions,  which  may  naturally  take  Place  at  the 
Sight  of  Relations  or  Friends,  as  furniftiing 
Grounds  ofjudging  with  regard  to  the  State 
of  the  Diforder,  or  the  Probability  of  Cure? 

Yes,  it  is  a favourable  Symptom,  if  the 
Patient  (hews  Affedion,  infteadof  Averfion; 
which  latter  is  very  often  the  Cafe,  in  thofe 
who  are  not  fo  likely  to  recover. 

. • i 

Soon  after  the  Occurrence  which  you  have 
related,  had  His  Majefly  an  Interview  with 
the  Queen  ? 

I believe  in  the  Evening  of  that  Day,  or 
the  Day  after;  I think  fo. 

How  long  did  that  Interview  laft? 

A Quarter  of  an  Hour. 

' i 

E e 2 Are 
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Are  you  of  Opinion  that  this  Interview 
was  attended  with  any  prejudicial  Confe- 
quences,  or  the  Reverfe? 

I can  form  no  Opinion  whether  it  was  the 
one. or  the  other,  becaufe  that  that  Night  Two 
Blifters  were  applied  to  His  Majefty’s  Legs, 
which,  from  the  Confequence  of  them  after- 
wards, I believe,  were  the  Occafion  of  His 
having  a very  bad  Night,  and  that  His  hav- 
ing feen  Her  Majefty  had  no  Concern  in  itj 
but  that  is  mere  Opinion. 

Are  thefe  the  fame  Blifters  which  you  have 
already  mentioned  before  this  Committee  ? 

Yes;  there  has  been  no  other  fince  I came. 

Are  you  of  Opinion,  that  the  Application 
of  Blifters  is  a falutary  Remedy  in  Diforders 
of  that  Nature  ? 

I have  had  the  greateft  Reafon  to  think  fo, 
if  they  were  not  applied  upon  or  near  the 
Head. 

l . v . 

Was  you  of  Opinion  that  the  Blifters  ap- 
plied to  His  Majefty’s  Legs,  on  the  Evening 
of  the  Day  when  He  faw  the  Queen,  was  a 
proper  Meafure  ? 

I thought 
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1 thought  fo  at  that  Time,  as  I underftood 
Two  Blifters,  that  had  been  applied  at 
Windfor,  did  not  fliew  that  they  increafed 
His  Majefty’s  Irritability. 

Was  it  fettled  at  a Confutation,  that  thofe 
Blifters  fhotild  be  applied  ? s 

Yes. 

• r 

Was  there  a Second  Interview  with  the 
Queen  ? 

Yes. 

When  was  that  ? 

It  was  while  His  Legs  were  bad  from  the 
Blifters^  before  they  were  at  all  well. 

Were  there  any  bad  Effects  produced  from 
that  Interview  ? 

I do  not  know  that  there  were,  nor  do  I 
know  that  there  were  any  good,  becaufe  of 
the  Blifters  irritating  Him. 

Do  you  recoiled  any  particular  Circum- 
ftance  which  led  you,  in  addition  to  your 
general  Reafoning  upon  the  Subjed,  to  wifti 
the  King  to  have  an  Interview  with  fome  of 
His  Family  ? 


No 
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No  other  than  from  His  great  Uneafinefs 
and  Defire  ta  fee  them — and  the  Neceffity  I 
think  there  is  for  to  have  fuch  Occurrences 
very  frequently. 

Do  you  recolledt  any  Thing  of  the  King 
having  leen  the  youngeft  Princefs  before  He 
fa  ■ the  Queen  ? 

Yes. 

When  ? 

Juft  before  He  firft  faw  the  Queen. 

Did  any  Thing  arife  from  that  Circum- 
■ftance,  which  more  particularly  led  to  the 
Interview  with  the  Queen  ? 

He  perfuaded  the  Princefs  to  promife  him 
that  fhe  would  fetch  the  Queen. 

Did  He  give  any  Signs  of  much  Anxiety 
upon  the  Subjedt  of  that  Requeft  being  com- 
plied with  ? 

Very  great — infomuch  that  the  Meeting 
was  extremely  moving. 

Do  you  recollect,  among  other  Books,  to 
have  put  the  Tragedy  of  King  Lear  into  the 
Hands  of  the  King  ? 


His 
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His  Majefty  afked  me  to  give  Him  the 
Tragedy  of  King  Lear.  I told  Him  it  was 
improper.  Ke  then  defired  to  have  Foote’s 
Plays,  and  Colman’s.  I did  not  know  that 
Colman  had  put  out  an  Edition  of  King 
Learj  indeed  I had  never  read  Colman’s 
Works,  and  when  I told  it  to  the  Chancellor, 
he  told  me  he  was  as  ignorant  of  it  as  T was ; 
and  when  I was  charged  by  Dr.  Warren  fo^ 
giving  His  Majefty  it,  I thought  I had  not 
done  it,  and  pofitively  Laid  I had  not;— and, 
it  being  the  fame  Day  that  Dr.  Warren  had 
charged  me,  in  a mod  extraordinary  Man- 
ner, for  writing  what  I had  not,  and  doino- 
with  a political  View  what  I did  not,  I really 
thought  that  the  Dodor  had  charged  me  as 
falfely  with  the  one  as  in  the  other  ; and  was 
very  much  furprifed,  when  I went  into  the 
Pages  Room,  to  fee  that  King  Lear  was,  I 
think,  in  the  Third  Volume  of  Colman’s 
Works.  But  be  that  as  it  may,  it  was  of  no 
Confequence,  for  at  that  Time  His  Majefty 
could  not  read  Three  Words  in  any  Book. 

Was  His  Majefty  in  a very  irritated  State 
Yefterday  Morning? 

I juft  faw  His  Majefty— When  1 left  him, 
about  Half  Paft  Seven  o’clock,  and  he  was 

not 
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not  To  then.  His  Majefty  took  hold  of  my 
Hand,  and  faid,  I fhould  not  go  to  London  ; 
and  complained  of  my  having  left  Him  fo 
much  in  the  laft  Week. 

At  that  Time  did  you  feel  His  Majefty’s 
Pulfe  ? 

I did. 

In  what  State  was  it? 

An  irritated  Pulfe — confiderably  too  quick. 

* Had  the  King  a confiderable  Fever  upon 
Him! 

A nervous -Fever,  from  Irritability,  more 
than  from  any  other  Caufe,  in  my  Opinion. 

Was  His  Tongue  much  affedted  ? 

Yes,  His  Tongue  looked  white; — but 
there  are  Appearances  of  an  AfFedtion  of  the 
Nerves  from  the  Tongue,  that  is  rather  of  a 
different  Nature  from  that  which  is  from 
Fever  alone — in  fhort,  what  appears  in 
Hysterical  Cafes. 

How  long  Were  you  with  His  Majefty  ? 
About  a Minute  ; not  more. 

Had  you  propofed  to  carry  out  His 
Majefty  to  take  the  Air  Yefterday,  or  the 
Day  before? 


I had 
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I had  an  Intention  both  Days,  becaule  luch 
appearances  of  Fever  as  I judged  His  Majef- 
ty’s  to  be,  are  to  be  removed  by  Amufement, 
more  perhaps  than  by  any  Thing  elfe. 

Had  His  Majefty  been  in  a great  Perfpira- 
tion  the  Night  before  ? 

On  the  Saturday  Night  he  had ; and  that 
was  the  only  Reafon  that  determined  me  not 
to  take  His  Majefty  out. 


What  Phyficians  attended  on  SundayMorn* 
ing  at  Kew? 

Sir  George  Baker,  I think. 


Did  Sir  George  Baker  and  you  agree  upon 
the  Impropriety  of  taking  His  Majefty  abroad 
after  fuch  a Perfpiration  ? 

I don’t  remember  that  we  faid  any  Thing 
about  it. 


At  what  Time  of  that  Day  did  you  deter- 
mine againft  His  Majefty’s  going  out  ? 

I believe  it  was  about  Two  o’Clock,  but  } 
am  not  fure. 


Did  you  fee  His  Majefty  this  Morning  ? 
I did  not — I faw  one  of  the  Pages. 


Ff 


Was 
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Was  you  at  Kew  Time  enough  to  fee  Him 
laft  Night  ? 

I faw  Him  go  to  Bed,  and  a long  while  be- 
fore—He  went  to  bed  extremely  quiet  and 
fenfible,  while  I was  in  the  Room,  laft  Night- 
wen  t to  fleep  a Quarter  paft  Eleven,  and 
waked  a Quarter  before  Seven,  as  I underftand 

from  the  Page,  and  pne  of  the  Attendants. 

% 

After  you  had  permitted  the  King  the  Ufe 
of  a Razor  and  Penknife,  what  were  the  bad 
^Effedts  that  you  apprehended  from  His  think- 
ing that  He  had  a right  to  do  other  Things  ? 

His  Majefty  took  it  ill  that  I would  not  let 
him  go  up  Stairs  to  fee  His  Family,  and  many 
other  Things,  which  I found  it  would  not 
be  prudent  to  do. 

Whether  you  have  fince  continued  to  in- 
dulge His  Majefty  in  the  Ufe  of  the  Razor 
and  the  Penknife  ? 

Never  fince,  either  of  them,  for  the  Rea- 
fon  J have  already  given. 

Is  it  only  for  Fear  he  fhould  afk  for  other 
Liberties,  which  you  think  it  proper  to  refufe 
him  ? 

Yes, 

Pp 
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Do  you  think  that  the  Expectation  of  the 
Liberties  which  the  King  might  call  for  would 
be  of  more  Danger  to  him  than  the  Ufe  of  Ra- 
zors and  Penknives  ? . 

To  be  fure,  becaufe  the  Refufal  would  irri- 
tate Him  much,  and  increafe  His  Diforder. 

• ' r 

.1  / i 

Whether  you  refufe  to  the  King  all  Indul- 
gences which  may  be  fafely  given,  left  He 
fhould  demand  thofe  that  ought  to  be  refufed  ?. 

I do  a great  many  that  may  be  fafely  given. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether 
you  have  frequently  indulged  the  King  in  the 
View  of  the  Royal  Children,-  fince  the  Inter-* 
view  you  mention  ? 

Not  once. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee,  whether, 
after  the  firft  Interview  with  the  Queen,  there 
was  not  a Remonftrance  made  to  you  upon  the 
Impropriety  of  that  Step  ? 

Yes^  there  was. 

Was  it  only  made  to  you  by  the  Phylkians* 
or  carried  further  ? 

Only  by  the  Fhyficians,  as  I know  of.-^ 

I had  a converfation  with  the  Chancellor  about 
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it,  and  I told  the  Chancellor,  as  I did  the 
Phyflcians,  that  I imagined  that  thofe  Things 
were  left  to  my  Judgment,  and  to  be  done, 
or  not,  as  it  appeared  beft  at  the  prefent  Mo- 
ment. 

Did  the  Chancellor  encourage  you  in  the 
Ufe  of  that  Difcretion,  without  Confultation 
with  the  Phyficians  attending  on  his  Ma- 
jefty  ? 

The  Chancellor  told  me  that  I fliould  con- 
fult  the  other  Phyficians  as  much  as  I could, 
but  that  I was  to  follow  my  own  Line,  and  do 
as  I had  been  ufed  to  do  with  Patients  at 
Home. 

Whether  any  other  Phyfician,  befides  Dr. 
Warren,  exprefled  his  Difapprobation  of  your 
indulging  the  King  in  the  Ufe  of  (harp  Inftru- 
ments,  and  in  affedting  Interviews  ? 

I do  not  know  any,  except  Dr.  Warren — I 
do  not  remember. 

Were  any  of  the  reft  acquainted  with  thofe 
Circumftances  ? 

Dr.  Gifborne  was  prefent  at  the  Firft  Inter- 
view with  Her  Majefty. 


How 
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How  came  the  Indulgence  of  the  King  in 
the  Sight  of  Two  of  the  Princefles  at  the 
Window  to  be  fo  fhort,  when  the  King  ex- 
prefled  fo  much  Satisfaction  in  it  ? 

I can  give  no  particular  Reafon  for  it : His 
Majefty  faw  them  as  he  paflfed  along,  and 

made  a little  flop ; the  Window  was  not  open, 

■ * * ■ 

and  they  were  up  Stairs. 

. < 1 • .!)  ±0#  c>  ' 

W hat  was  the  Occafion  of  the  Interview 
with  the  Princefs  Amelia  ? 

• .1  A . *•  - 'Oi . •••  4 

His  Majefty’s  earneft  Defire,  and  the  Hope 
that  it  might  have  fome  good  Effect. 

Whether  the  Princefs  Amelia  was  brought 
into  the  King’s  Prefence,  or  ogly  fhewn  at  a 
Window  ? 

I led  the  Princefs  Amelia  into  the  Room 
myfelf.  • „ > 

What  happened  on  the  Occafion  ? 

He  was  extremely  fond  of  her,  and  fhewed 
the  greateft  Mark  of  Parental  Affe&ion  I ever 
faw. 

• . j . . . . . C - a - i 

Did  His  Majefty  fuffer  her  to  depart  wil- 
lingly ? 

Very  willingly,  on  condition  that  fhe 
brought  the  Queen  to  His  Majefty. 


What 
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What  was  the  caufe  why  the  Interview  with 
the  Queen  did  not  continue  longer  than  the 
Time  you  have  ftated  ? 

Becaufe  his  Majefty  gave  me  His  Word  it 
ihould  be  but  for  Fifteen  Minutes* 


Are  you  quite  fure  that  his  Majefty’s  Difc 
courfe  did  not  grow  more  difordered  towards 
the  End  of  that  Meeting  than  it  had  been  at 
the  Beginning  ? 


I was  not  a Judge,  becaufe  his  Majefty 
Ipoke  in  German  feveral  Sentences,  which  I 
did  not  underftand ; — but  his  Majefty  took 
Leave  of  the  Queen  and  Princefs  very  pro- 
perly. 


For  what  Reafon,  that  Night,  Was  it 
thought  proper,  on  Confultation,  to  have  Re- 
courfe  to  Blifters,  for  the  firft  Time  finee  your 
Arrival  ? 

To  make  a Revulfion. 


What  Gccafion  was  there  that  Day  more 
than  before  to  have  Re  courfe  to  that  Operas 
tion?:  ...  . ..  e;  •;  ''  \ u 

It  was  determined  by  us  in  the  Morning  to 
put  them  oiuhat  Night.  . 

.v  I L .v.  -i  . o.t  : ' •' 

Whether 
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Whether  the  King  grew  more  compofed 
before  thole  Bliflers  were  put  on  ? 

I do  not  remember  any  Thing  about  it. 

Whether,  after  the  Interview  with  the 
Queen,  the  Phyficians  did  not  remonllrate  a- 
gainfl  fuch  Interviews  ? 

I believe  they  might. 

• • • - - “ * t r ^ ...... 

Pid  you,  at  that  Time,  tell  them  that  you 
were  refolved  to  permit  fuch  Interviews  at  your 
Pifcr.etion  ? 

I told  them,  I believe,  that  I was  fent  for 
there  in  order  to  make  ufe  of  my  own  Difcre- 
tion,  and  that  they  could  not  think  themfelves 
proper  Judges  about  it, . 

* v 'hi  ' 

At  what  Hour  were  the  Bliflers  put  on,  af- 
ter the  firfl  Interview  ? 

■ •{-  * , * ' i t J. 

About  Ten  o’Clock  at  Night. 

Was  adual  Coercion  ufed  on  that  Night  ? 

I do  not  remember. 

Can  you  recoiled  ? 


I cannot,— 


1 cannot.' — I believe  it  might  be  the  next 
Day,  or  the  next  Night  j I am  not  fure  ; it 
was  about  that  Time,  and  was  the  very  firft 
Time  it  was  ufed,  I believe. 

Whether  you  declared  your  Intention  in  per- 
fifting  in  the  Grant  of  fuch  Indulgences  when 
you  fhould  think  proper  ? 

I certainly  did,  by  Implication. 

Did  you  give  any  Notice,  or  confult  any 
Phyficians,  about  the  fecond  Interview  with 
the  Queen  ? 

I do  not  remember. 

• \\.  • •;  7 

When  was  the  Time  of  the  fecond  Inter- 
view with  the  Queen  ? 

I dp  not  recoiled. 

# 

Have  you  indulged  the  King  with  any  fur- 
ther Interview  with  Her  Majefty  ? 

On  the  Times  that  have  been  mentioned. 

Has  the  King  been  indulged  with  a View  of 
His  Brothers  or  Sons  ? 

No. 

— 'C  ) 


Whether 
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Whether  any,  and  what  Convention,  gave 
Rife  to  the  King’s  Defire  of  having  the  Tra- 
gedy of  King  Lear  put  into  His  Hands  ? 

I do  not  know  of  any  $ I never  before  read 
King  Lear  in  my  Life. 

f 

Why  did  you  reprefent  It  as  improper  to 
give  the  Tragedy  of  King  Lear  to  the  King  ? 

Becaufe  I did  underftand  the  Char  after  of 

King  Lear,  though  I had  not  read  it. 

. \ 

Were  any  of  the  King’s  Phyficians,  Sur- 
geons, or  Apothecaries  prefent,  when  the  King 
called  for  Foote’s  or  Colman’s  Plays  ? 

I do  not  remember* 

Whether  the  King  did  aflually  read  any 
Part,  however  fmall,  of  Colman’s  Tragedy  of 
King  Lear  ? 

I had  faid  before,  that  \ did  not  know  k 
was  there-— I did  not  fee  him  read  it  at  any 

imCo 

Did  you  hear  him  refer  to  it  ? 

I did  not. 

On  the  Whole  of  your  Experience,  for 
^ S near 
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near  Thirty  Years,  do  you,  or  do  you  not 
think,  that  in  the  Management  of  Perfons  in 
His  Majefty’s  Situation,  though  a general 
Line  of  Condud  may  be  laid  down,  yet  that 
much  Good  may  refult  from  occafional  De- 
viations from  it,  when  made  at  the  Difcre- 
rion  and  under  the  conftant  Obfervation  of  a 
Phyfician  who  is  thoroughly  converfant  with 
this  Species  of  Complaint  r 

Very  certainly. 

Do  you  think  that  fuch  Deviations  not 
being  allowed  to  fuch  Phyficians  may  greatly 
retard  the  Cure  ? 

I am  very  much  of  that  Opinion, 

Do  you  recoiled  whether  you  ever  told  Dr. 
Warren,  previous  to  Yefterday  Morning,  that 
His  Majefty  had  aiked  for  the  Play  of  King 
Lear,  and  that  you  had  refufed  to  comply 
with  the  Requeft,  as  improper,  before  you 
brought  His  Majefty  the  Volume  of  Colman’s 
Plays  ? 

I really  do  not  remember. 

Dr.  Willis  having  informed  the  Committee 
that  from  his  Knowledge  of  His  Majefty’s 

Senfe 


[ 235  -] 

Senfe  of  Religion,  he  has  greater  Hopes  that 
He  will,  with  a proper  Refignation,  refletfb 
upon  what  it  has  pleafed  God  to  have  afflicted 

him  with -whether  Dr.  Willis  grounds 

thole  Hopes  upon  obferving  that  His  Majefty 
is  not  irritated  by  being  fenfible  of  His  Situ- 
ation ? 

I do  not  underftand  the  Queftion. 

Have  you  obferved  that  the  King  has  ap- 
peared at  all  fenfible  of  His  Situation  ? 

Very  much  fo  ; and  more  particularly  late- 
ly, within  thefe  few  Days. 

What  Time  do  you  mean  by  a few  Days  ? 
Within  this  Week  — but  more  fo  laft 
Night. 

How  come  you  now  to  be  enabled  to  anfwer 
pofitively,  on  being  alked  whether  His  Ma- 
jefty  appeared  fenfible  of  His  Situation,  that 
He  has  been  very  much  fo  within  this  Week 
pad,  when  on  Saturday  laft  you  faid  you  was 
not  fure  that  He  had  been  fenfible  of  it  ? 

By  His  Situation  now,  I mean  both  His 
Majefty’s  Situation  as  King,  and  His  Indif-  j 
pofttion,  taken  together  j — complaining  of 
His  being  confined  in  one  Room,  when  He 
G g a has 
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has  other  places  that  He  might  be  in  j*— not 
to  dine  where  He  lies  ^ — and  that  He  Ihould 
be  deemed  a Perfon  fo  indifpofed,  as  not  to  be 
fuffered  to  be  His  own  Mailer  j — all  which 
prevented  Him,  His  Majelly  told  me  lalt 
Night,  from  eyer  thinking  of  taking  the 
Reins  of  Government. 

Is  the  Committee  to  underfland  from  you, 
that  thofe  Sort  of  Complaints  have  been  made 
by  His  Majelly  only  Once,  or  frequently  ? 

They  have  been  made  vaguely  frequently, 
but  not  to  make  one  underfland  that  he  was 
fenfible  of  His  Indifpofition,  and  the  Confe- 
quence  of  it. 

Then,  in  Point  of  Fa£l,  Pr.  Willis,  till  laft 
Night,  had  no  reafonable  Ground  to  attribute 
any  Symptoms  in  His  Majefly’s  Diforder  to 
His  Recollection  of  His  Situation  ? 

I do  not  attribute  any  of  His  Symptoms  to 
His  Recollection  of  His  Diforderj  I do  not 
Remember  that  I ever  did. 

Haye  His  Majelly’s  Spirits  appeared  de- 
preflfed  or  .irritated  by  this  Confcioufnefs,  if, 
in  Point  of  Fa£l,  it  did  exift  ? 


Npt 
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Not  at  all,  as  I know  of ; they  are  rather 
the  Confequences  of  Irritation,  than  the  Caufe 
of  them. 

Do  you  remember  to  have  written,  on  the 
Fifth  of  this  Month,  a Letter  containing  the 
following  Paragraph  : “ His  Majefty  can  talk 

of  and  be  kept  to  any  Subject  in  general 
fC  much  better  than  heretofore;  but  is  more 
cc  fubjeCt  to  Gufts  of  Paflion  upon  any  trifling 
<c  Contradiction,  unlefs  I or  my  Son  are  pre~ 
tc  fent;  and  this  I rather  attribute  to  His 
“ Majefty ?s  being  more  fenfible  of  himfelf 
ft  and  Situation?” 

Yes,  I did  write  it,  and  think  it. 

To  whom  was  that  Letter  written  ? 

J fancy  it  was  to  the  Prince  of  Wales. 

Did  that  Letter  commence  by  faying,  “ I 
“ am  forry  I cannot  give  your  Royal  Highnefs 
<f  fo  good  an  Account  this  Morning  as  I gave 
“ you  when  I laft  did  myfelf  the  Honour  to 
“ write  to  your  Royal  Highnefs and  then 
did  the  Paragraph  laft  quoted  follow  ? 

It  did;  the  Reafon  of  that  Letter  com- 
mencing with  thofe  Words  was,  His  Majefty 
Juving  had  a very  bad  Night,  which  the  Re- 
port 
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port  to  his  Royal  Highnefs  would  plainly 
fhew,  but  which  bad  Night  did  not  at  all  prove 
that  I had  a worfe  Opinion  of  his  Majefty’s  Re- 
covery, though  I could  not  give  fo  favourable 
an  Account  as  I had  fome  Days  before,  when 
His  Majefty  had  had  Two  or  Three  very  good 
Nights ; and  I thought  it  oecefifary  to  give  his 
Royal  Highnefs  my  Opinion  of  His  Majefty’s 
State  feparate  from  His  bad  Night. 

Then  you,  in  faying  that  His  Majefty  could 
talk  of  and  be  kept  to  any  Subje6t  in  general 
much  better,  referred  to  His  Majefty’s  general 
Situation  ? 

To  his  Situation  at  that  Time,  becaufethe 
Exacerbations  of  fuch  Diforders  do  not  weak- 
en in  general  the  Underftanding  in  thofe 
Cafes;  but  as  the  Patient  recovers,  we  often 
find  that  the  Underftanding  is  ftrengthened 
after  each,  efpecially  if  the  Time  betwixt  each 
is  lengthened ; — which  has  been  the  Cafe  of 
His  Majefty  for  this  laft  Three  Weeks  or  a 
Month,  I think;  for  though  His  Majefty  has 
Gufts  of  Paffion,  and  is  eafily  irritated,  yet  they 
are  of  very  fhort  Duration,  in  Comparifon  to 
what  they  were. 

Were  thefe  Gufts  of  Paflion  of  fhorter  Du- 
ration than  they  had  been  when  you  wrote  this 

Letter 
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Letter  to  the  Prince,  on  the  Fifth  of  Janu- 
ary ? 

Very  much  fo. 

i 

Were  they  more  or  lefs  frequent  at  that 
Time  ? 

According  as  the  People  who  were  with 
Him  underftood  how  to  fpeak  to  Him,  they 
were  more  or  lefs  frequent. 

But,  in  point  of  Fadl,  were  they  more  or  left 
frequent  ? 

Lefs  frequent  I think,  too. 

Dr.  Willis  having  taken  a Diftindlion  with 
regard  to  his  figning  the  Account  fent  to  St. 
James’s,  will  he  inform  the  Committee  whether 
he  does  not  hold  himfelf  refponfible  for  the 
Truth  of  the  Accounts  he  fends  to  His  Royal 
Highnefs  the  Prince  of  Wales,  which  he  figns 
alone,  and  that  they  fhall  contain  the  real  State 
of  the  King’s  Situation  ? 

To  be  fure. 

Will  you  inform  the  Committee  why  you 
informed  his  Royal  Highnefs,  on  the  Fifth  of 
January  inftant,  that  His  Majefty  was  more 
fubjedl  to  Gulls  of  Paflion  upon  any  trifling 
Contradidlion,  unlefs  you  or  your  Son  was  pre- 
fent  at  that  Time,  than  before— when  you  now 

inform 
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inform  the  Committee  that  thofe  Gufts  of 
Paffion  were  then  lefs  frequent  than  they  had 
been  ? 

His  Majefty  began  to  feel  himfelf  more  in 
his  own  Situation  as  King,  and  could  not  bear 
to  be  contradicted  fo  well  by  either  Pages  or 
Attendants,  and  confequently  would  break  out 
in  Gulls  of  Paffion  upon  Things  that  they  did 
for  him,  perhaps  not  in  a Manner  that  His 
Majefty  thought  became  them,  and  which  they 
had  ufed  themfelves  to  when  His  Majefty  was 
not  fo  well* 

Is  it  to  this  that  you  attribute  the  Gufts  of 
Paffion  being  then  more  frequent,  as  de^ 
fcribed  ? 

Yes^-and  it  required  a more  delicate  Beha- 
viour than  it  had  done  before* 

Then  your  having  obferved  thofe  Circum- 
ftances,  qamely,  the  frequent  Gufts  of  Paffion, 
in  His  Majefty,  and  that  His  Majefty  felt 
himfelf  more  in  his  own  Situation  as  King,  fo 
as  to  make  a more  delicate  Behaviour  necefia* 
ry  to  him  j and  having,  on  the  Fifth  of  Janua- 
ry, informed  His  Royal  Highnefs  that  yotl 
attributed  fuch  Gufts  of  Raffion  to  His 
Majefty  being  more  fenfible  of  him- 
felf 
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' ...  „ , , . . 

Iclf  and  Situation  ; — you  will  now  inform  the 

Committee  why  you  declared  yourfelf,  on  Sa- 
turday lad,  not  to  be  fure  that  His  Majedy 
had  been  fenfible  of  the  Nature  of  His  Illnefs'j 
and  why  you  now  have  informed  the  Com- 
mittee, that  it  has  been  within  this  Week  only, 
and  more  particularly  lad  Night,  that  you  have 
perceived  fuch  Symptoms  or  Effe&s  ? 

/ i 

His  Situation,  as  King,  is  different  from  the 
Nature  of  His  Illnefs. 

■ __ 

Do  you  not  mean,  when  you  date  the  King 
in  that  Letter  to  be  more  fenfible  of  Himfelf 
and  Situation,  that  He  was  fenfible  both  of  Hi3 
being  King,  and  of  the  Circumdances  which 
mud  bring  to  His  Mind  His  Malady  ? 

No:  I mean  being  King,  and  being  confin* 
ed  in  a Room. 

d hen  have  you,  or  have  you  not,  feen  in  the 

King  any  Symptoms  of  His  Recollection  of 
His  Malady^ 

I think  I did  particularly  lad  Night. 

Did  you  never  before  lad  Night  ? 

I may  have  faid  that  I thought  I had,  but  I 
am  not  lure. 


H h 
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Whether  the  Converfation  you  had  with 
His  Majefty  laft  Night  has  not  now  led  you 
to  be  more  certain,  that,  on  former  Qccafions, 
His  Majefty  was,  in  Fad,  fenfible  of  the  Na- 
ture of  his  Illnefs,  though,  at  the  Time,  that 
Circumftance  was  only  vaguely  hinted  at  by 
His  Majefty,  or  conjedured  by  you  ? 

Much  more  fo. 

Is  the  Committee  to  underftand,  that,  pre- 
vious to  the  Fifth  of  January,  the  Exacerba- 
tions of  His  Majefty’s  Diforder  were  more 
ftrong  and  more  frequent,  though  His  Majefty 
might  become,  at  that  Time,  from  the  Rea- 
fon  you  have  already  given,  more  fubjed  to 
particular  Gufts  of  Paflion  upon  any  trifling 
Contradidion,  unlefs  you  or  your  Son  was 
prefent  ? 

Yes,  certainly. 

Do  you  mean  to  fay,  that  the  Obfervation 
you  made  on  His  Majefty  laft  Night  could  at 
all  have  affeded  any  Opinion  you  formed,  or 
any  Communication  you  made,  on  the  Fifth 
Inftant?x 

Not  at  all. 

Why  you,  having  obferved,  as  you  ftate  in 
your  Letter  to  His  Royal  Highnefs  on  the 

Fjfth 
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Fifth  Inftant  that  you  did,  that  His  Ma- 
jdly  s frequent  Gufts  of  Paffion  were  to  be  at- 
tributed to  His  Majefty  being  more  fenfible  of 
himfelf  and  Situation — why  you  informed  the 
Committee,  on  Saturday  laft,  that  you  had 
now  lefs  Apprehenfions  with  refpett  to  the 
Confequences  of  His  Majefty’s  reflecting  upon 
His  Illnefs,  than  when  you  was  examined  be- 
fore the  former  Committee  ? 

Becaufe  I was  then  better  acquainted  with 
His  Majefty’s  Principles,  and  Notions  of  Re- 
ligion, than  I was  before. 

. t c *•  • • ; 


Withdrew. 
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Veneris , 90  die  Januarii , 1789. 


The  Reverend  Dr.  FRANCIS  WILLIS 
again  called  in,  and  afked, 

WHETHER  your  Son,  Dr.  John  Wil- 
lis, is  a Phyfician  ? 

♦ 

He  took  his  Degrees  at  Edinburgh  about 
Thirteen  or  Fourteen  Years  ago— has  prac- 
tiled  as  a Phyfician  ever  fince — he  was  bred 
up  at  Oxford — ftudied  Phyfic  there  firft,  and 
was  afterwards  Four  or  Five  Years  at  Edin- 
burgh. 

How  long  has  he  attended  His  Majefty  ? 

He  came  the  Thurfday  after  I came — I 
came  on  the  Friday. 


\ 


Has 
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Has  he  been  confulted  as  a Phyfician  fince 
he  has  attended  at  Kew  ? 

As  to  the  Medicines — and,  though  he  has 
not  figned  the  Report,  always  was  confulted 
about  it.  , 

Was  Dr.  John  Willis  ever  confulted  by  the 
other  Phyficians  in  forming  any  Prefcription 
for  Medicine  to  be  given  to  His  Majefly  ? 

I think  I anfwered  before  that  he  was. 

Has  he  ever  figned  his  Name  to  any  One 
Prefcription  ? 

Several. 

For  his  Majefty  ? 

I think  fo— -am  pretty  fure  fo— there  never 

was  any  Prefcription  without  his  being  there. 

*•  ' . / • . / 

Then  you  .underftand  that  all  the  other 
Phyficians  confider  Dr.  John  Willis,  and  a<ft 
with  him,  as  a Phyfician  attending  on  his  Ma- 
jefty, and  not  an  Afliftant  to  you  in  the  Care 
of  the  King  ? 

I underftand  as  a Phyfician. 

* * • A - -i  l ’ l f i V * ' 

M hy  has  Dr.  John  Willis  never  figned  the 
Report  fent  to  St.  James’s  ? 

I never  knew  any  Reafon. 


By 
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By  whofe  Dire6tion  was  Dr.  John  Willis 
fummoned  to  attend  His  Majefty  ? 

I underftood  by  the  Privy  Councih—Lord 
Sydney  fent  the  Letter* 

When  was  the  Letter  fent  ? 

t * . . i r 

I believe  it  was  on  the  Monday  or  Sunday 
before  he  came, 

* i . . 4 ‘ 

Who  informed  you  that  the  Privy  Council 
fent  for  your  Son  ? 

„ j . . ...  , j . . 

Lord  Sydney  fent  the  Meffenger,  that  is  all 
I know. 

To  whom  was  the  Letter  fent  ? 

To  Dr.  J,  Willis. 

Whether  you  know  that  it  was  at  the  De- 
fire of  the  Phyficians  the  Letter  was  fent,  or 
at  whofe  Define  ? 

I really  do  not  know — but  I believe  Dr. 
Warren  firft  faid  that  I could  not  attend 
, enough,  that  it  would  be  too  much  for  me. 

Whether  you  fign  the  Prefcriptions  ? 

I fign  them,  or  give  my  Confent  to  the 
Phyfician  that  writes  to  fign  my  Name. 

When 
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When  Dr.  Warren  mentioned  that  your 
Son  fhould  be  called  on,  as  you  could  not  at- 
, tend  enough,  did  you  underftand  that  Dr. 
Warren  meant  as  an  Affiftant,  or  as  a Phyfi- 
cian  ? 

As  a Phyfician  as  well  as  any  Thing  elfe — 
not  as  an  Affiftant  diftinguifhed  from  a Phy- 
fician. 

Do  you  confider  your  Son  as  in  any  De- 
gree refponfible  for  the  Medicine  adminiftered 
to  His  Majefty  ? 

I imagine  fo. 

Withdrew. 


Dr.  RICHARD  WARREN  again  called  in, 
and  examined. 

Whether  you  confider  Dr.  J.  Willis  as  at- 
tending His  Majefty  in  the  Charadter  of  a 
Phyfician,  or  as  an  Affiftant  to  Dr.  Willis  in 
the  Care  and  Management  of  His  Majefty  ? 

I have  always  confidered  him  as  an  Affiftant. 


Do 
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Do  you  confult  with  Dr.  J,  Willis,  as  a 
Phyfician,  before  you  prefcribe  for  His  Ma- 
jefty  ? 

Dr.  J.  Willis  is  generally,  \ believe  I may 
fay  almoft  always,  preient  at  the  Confutations; 
we  enquire  of  him  how  the  King  has  paired 
his  Time — When  Medicines  are  propofed,  Dr. 
J.  Willis  has  often  fpoke  upon  the  Subjedt  of 
them,  and  Attention  has  been  paid  to  what 
he  faid — yet  at  the  fame  Time  I confidered 
him  only  as  an  Amicus  Curiae. 

Do  you  not  make  the  fame  Sort  of  En- 
quiries from  the  other  Four  Medical  Gentle- 
men who  are  in  Attendance  on  His  Ma- 
jefty? 

Yes  ; but  they  do  not  talk  about  Medicines. 

Do  you  confider  Dr.  J.  Willis  as  refponfi- 
ble  with  you  in  the  Prefcriptions  and  Phylical 
Treatment  of  the  King  ? 

I think  not. 

Does  Dr.  J.  Willis  fign  thofe  Prefcriptions 
with  you  ? 

It  is  ufual  for  the  Writer  of  the  Prefcriptions 

% i 

to  put  down  the  Initials  of  the  Names  of  the 
confulted  Phyficians — I believe  when  I have 

written 


t  I  249  ] 

tvfitten  the  Prcfcription,  I have  never  put  his 
Name  down. 

In  that  Cafe  then,  as  far  as  you  are  con* 
cerned,  Dr.  J.  Willis  is  refponfible  for  the 
Medicines  adminiftered  ? 

No. 

- 'J  -1  \ i i 

Does  Dr.  J.  Willis  fign  the  Reports  fent 
to  St.  James’s  ? 

No. 

If  he  had  a&ed,  and  had  beeg  confulted, 
and  confidered  as  a Phyfician  attending  on 
His  Majeftyj  would  it  not  have  been  right 
and  neceflary  that  he  lhould  have  taken  his 
Share  of  the  Refponfibility  in  both  or  either 
of  thofe  Relpe&s  ? 

It  would  be  certainly  right  that  he  fhould. 

Has  Dr.  Willis,  the  Father,  figned  the 
Prefcriptions,  and  from  what  Time  ? 

I apprehend  the  Father’s  Name  is  put  down 
to  the  Prefcriptions  from  the  Time  that  he 
Came. 

t ; '.Hi 

When  did  he  fubfcribe  his  Name  to  the 
Reports  ? 

I do  not  exaaiy  know  the  Time,  it  is  ea- 

% feen. 
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Did  he  defire  fo  to  do  ? 

I underftood  from  the  Chancellor  that  he 
did. 

Have  the  other  Phyficians,  or  any  of  them, 
fubferibed  the  Initials  of  Dr.  J.  Willis’s  Name 
to  Prefcriptions  for  His  Majefty  ? 

I do  not  know — but  I have  been  told  thar 
forne  of  them  have. 

Do  you  confider  Dr.  J.  Willis  more  in  the 
Charafter  of  a Phyfician,  with  refpeft  to  his 
Situation  about  the  King,  than  the  Four  other 
Medical  Gentlemen  attending  His  Majefty, 
namely,  Mr.  Hawkins,  Mr.  Keate,  Mr.  Dun- 
das,  and  Mr.  Battifcombe  ? 

More  Refpeft  is  due  and  paid  to  him,  be- 
caufe  he  has  taken  a Degree. 

But  with  refpeft  to  his  Situation  about  the 
King,  do  you  aft  with  him,  or  confider  him 
more  in  the  Light  of  a Phyfician  than  thofe 
Four  Gentlemen  ? 

No. 

Would  not  the  fame  Attention  have  been 
paid  to  any  other  Phyfician  then  prefent,-  who 
had  feen  Flis  Majefty,  though  not  at  all  at- 
tending as  a Phyfician  to  His  Majefty  ? 

Provided  there  was  no  Impertinence  in  his 
being  there. 

If, 

X ' 1 A 
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- If,  after  Dr.  J.  Willis  converfed  with  Dr. 
Warren  upon  the  Subjeift  of  the  Medicines 
for  His  Majefty,  Dr.  J.  Willis  had  defired 
Dr.  Warren,  when  he  was  writing  the  Pre- 
fcription,  to  put  the  Initials  of  Dr.  J.  Willis 
to  fuch  Prefcription,  or  to  permit  him,  Dr. 
J*  Willis,  to  do  fo,  Dr.  Warren,  knowing 
that  Dr.  J.  Willis  had  been  educated  at  Ox- 
foid,  and  had  taken  a Dodtor’s  Degree  at 
Edinburgh,  and  had  pradtifed  Phyfic  for 
Thirteen  or  Fourteen  Years  fince  he  took  that 
Degree,  would  have  made  the  fame  Objeftion 
to  adding  fuch  Initials  or  permitting  them  to 
be  added  to  the  Prefcription,  as  he  would 
have  done  if  the  Surgeons  and  Apothecaries, 
all  or  any  of  them,  had  made  the  fame  Requeft 
with  refpeft  to  their  own  Initials? 

The  Queftion  muft  have  been,  whether 
Dr.  John  Willis  was  authorized  to  a&  there  as 
a Phyfician. 

Confidenng  the  Circumftances  of  Dr.  John 
Willis’s  Attendance  upon  His  Majefty,  and 
that  he  is  a Phyfician  who  has  been  educated 
and  has  taken  a Degree,  in  the  Manner  men* 
tioned  in  the  laft  Queftion-if  Dr.  John 
Will  is  had  made  fuch  a Requeft  with  refpedt 

his  Tnit?als,  Ihould  Dr.  Warren  have  thought 
it  an  impertinent  Requeft  ? 

I i 3 


Cer- 
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Certainly— unlefs  he  was  confidered  as  re» 
fponfible  for  the  Medicines, 

Then  does  Dr.  barren  confider  the  other 
Phyflcians,  if  any,  who  have  put  the  Initials,  or 
permitted  the  Initials  of  Dr.  John  Willis  to  be 
put  to  their  Prefcriptions,  as  having  done,  or 
fuffered  to  be  done,  an  improper  Aft,  confider- 
jng  the  Circumftances  under  which  Dr.  John 
Y/illis  attends  His  Majpfty  ? 

I can  only  anfwer  for  my  own  Conduft — I 
think  I flwuld  not  be  called  upon  to  judge  of 
Others. 

If  Dr*  Warren  had  permitted  the  Initials  of 
Dr.  John  Willis  to  be  put  to  a Prefcription, 
does  lie  think  (apfwering  for  his  own  Conduft, 
if  it  had  been  fuch)  that  he  would  have  done 
an  improper  Aft,  confidering  the  Circum- 
ftapces  under  which  Dr.  John  Willis  attends 
His  Majefty  ? 

J fhould  never  confider  it  as  a Permiflion, 
unlefs  I had  been  afked  whether  his  Initials 
fhould  be  put  down ; becaufe  they  are  often 
written  by  the  preferring  Phyfician  after  the 
Prefcription  has  been  agreed  to,  and  the  Initial^ 
rtot  particular]/  examined. 

Whether,  if  his  Permiflion  had  been  afked, 
when  a Prefcription  was  written  by  himfelf,  or 

•.  . any 
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any  other  of  His  Majefty’s  Phyficians,  to  put 
the  Initials  of  Dr.  John  Willis  tofuch  Prefcrip- 
tion,  together  with  his  own  Name ; and  if  he 
had  given  that  Permiflion,  Dr*  Warren,  an- 
fwering  for  his  own  Condudt,  would  have 
thought  he  had  done  an  improper  Aft  in  giv- 
ing  his  Permiffion,  confidering  the  Circum- 
ftances  under  which  Dr.  John  Willis  attends 
His  Majedy,  and  confidering  the  Circumdan- 
ces  of  his  Education  at  Oxford,  the  Fadt  .of  his 
having  taken  the  Degree  of  Doftor  of  Phyfic 
M Edinburgh,  and  the  Fadt  of  his  having 
pradtifed  as  a Phyfician  for  13  or  14  Years 
pad?  \ - 

The  Propriety  of  putting  the  Initials  down 
rriuft  qepend  upon  the  Refponfibility  of  the 
Perfon, 

Whether,  the  feveral  Circumftances  men- 
tioned in  the  foregoing  Queftions  being 
duly  attended  to,  if  Dr.  John  Willis  had  this 
Morning  afked  Dr,  Warren’s  Permidion  to  put 
his  Initials  to  a Prefcription,  Dr.  Warren  would 
*his  Morning  have  refufed  to  give  fuch  Per-* 
{nifiion  ? , . . 

Degrees  in  Phyfic  give  no  Authority  to 
pradtife  in  London,  or  within  Seven  Miles  of 
London : there  is  no  other  Qualification  than 
that  of  being  a Fellow  or  Licentiate  of  the  Col- 
lege 
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lege  of  Phyficians. — If  the  Circumftance  of 
' being  about  His  Majefty  induced  me  to  think 
him  refponfible  for  the  Medicines,  I Ihould 
have  put  the  Initials  down. 

In  Point  of  Fa£t,  due  Attention  being  paid 
_to  all  the  Circumftances  relative  to  Dr.  John 
Willis’s  Attendance  .upon  His  Majefty,  would 
JDr.  Warren  this  Morning  have  refufed  to  per- 
mit the  Initials  of  Dr.  John  Willis  to  be  put 
to  a Prefcription,  upon  the  Convi&ion  of  his 
(Dr.  Warrenjs ) Mind  that  thofe  Circumftances 
do  not  make  him  refponfible  in  fuch  a Degree 
as  to  make  it  fufficiently  proper  that  thofe  Ini- 
tials Ihould  be  put  j and  whether  the  Fa<ft  of 
His  Majefty’s  being  at  Kew  would  induce  Dr. 
Warren  to  form  an  Opinion  upon  the  Propriety 
of  giving  fuch  Permiffion,  different  from  the 
Opinion  which  he  might  have  on  fuch  Pro- 
priety if  His  Majefty  was  at  Windfor  ? 

The  Rule  to  guide  me,  whether  the  Initials 
of  a Perfon  attending  His  Majefty  fhould  be 
put  down  to  a Prefcription,  muft  be  my  being 
informed  that  that  Perfon  is  put  about  the 
King  by  proper  Authority. 

Has  Dr.  Warren,  in  Point  of  Fa6t,  written 
many  of  the  Prefcriptions  for  His  Majefty, 
5 -d  and 
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and  fubfcribed  the  Initials  of  the  other  Phy- 
ficians  ? 

I have  not  written  many  fince  His  Majefty 
came  to  Kewj  but  when  I have  written,  I have 
put  down  the  Initials  of  the  Phyficians  prdent. 

Whether  you  know  that  a Letter  was  written 

by  Lord  Sydney  to  bring  Dr.  John  Willis  to 
Town  ? 

I know  of  no  fuch  Thing  as  a Letter  writ- 
ten by  Lord  Sydney. 

■ . ' v f , . , * . , ' t ^ 

Do  you  know  in  what  Manner  Dr.  John 
W illis  was  fent  for  to  attend  the  King  ? V , 

I confulted  the  Chancellor  and  Mr.  Pitt  on 
the  Propriety  of  Dr.  Willis’s  Servants  being 
fent  for— They  were  fent  for  with  the  ConfentJ 
of  the  Chancellor  and  Mr.  Pitt — Dr.  Willis 
wrote  the  Letter,  and  I believe  I adviled  him 
to  fend  for  his  Son  to  affift  him.  , 

Has  any  other  of  the  Perfons  then  fent  for 
up  been  prefent  at  a Confultation,  and  given 
an  Opinion  refpe&ing  the  Medicines  ? 

No. 

Whether  Dr.  Warren  did  not  know  that 
there  was  other  Approbation,  befides  the 
Chancellor  and  Mr.  I’itt,  for  fending  for  Dr. 
Willis’s  Servants  ? 


Not 
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Not  for  fending  for  them,  but  for  making 
Ufe  of  them  afterwards. 

What  other  Approbation  was  there  for  mak- 
ing Ufe  of  them  ? 

I urrderftood  that  it  was  communicated  to 
Dr.  Willis— the  Do&or  told  me  he  had  Au- 
thority tomake  Ufe  of  thofe  Servants. 

Does  Dr.  Warren  apprehend  that  Dr.  John 
Willis's  Attendance  was  with  the  Knowledge 
or  Approbation  of  any  of  the  Royal  Family  ? 

I could  not  think  otherways,  but  I never  was 
told  fo. 

Did  Dr.  Warren  conceive  that  the  appro- 
bation of  any  of  the  Royal  Family  given  to 
the  Attendance  of  Dr.  John  Willis  was  given 
as  a Phyfician,  or  as  the  principal  Perfon  to 
dire&the  Servants  of  Dr.  Willis  ? 

. Not  as  a Phyfician,  but  as  AfEftant  to  his 
Father. 

On  what  Grounds  does  Dr.  Warren  enter- 
tain that  Opinion  ? 

Ikcaufe,  upon  Enquiry,  foon  after  his  Arri- 
val, when  a Prefcription  was  written,  whether 
Dr.  John  Willis’s  Name  was  to  be  put  to  it, 
he  declined  it. 


Bf 
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By  whom  and  of  whom  was  th^t  Enquiry 
made?'  . ' , M 7 

By  one  of  the  Phyficians  afking,  at  a Morn- 
ing Confutation,  whether  Dr.  John  Willis’s 
Name  was  to  be  put  to  it. 

Did  Dr.  John  Willis  decline? 

Yes. 

Were  any  Obfefvations  made  upon  it  by 
any  one  elfe  ? 

I believe  not. 

Had  Dr.  John  Willis  not  declined  to  fign 
the  Prefcnption,  fhould  you  have  had  any  Ob« 
je&ion  ? 

. 1 then  h*ve  fuppofed  that  he  had  had 
Authority  to  aft  as  a Phyficiam 

Dr.  Warren  having  faid,  that  he  believes 


^,-Ther  Phyflcians  haye  put  Dr.  John 
Willis’s  Initials  to  Prefcriptions,  fhould  he,  in 


K k 


to 
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to  fend  for  him  in  the  Charadter  of  an  addi- 
tional  confulting  Phyfician,  or  as  an  Affiftant 
to  his  Father  in  the  Care  and  Management  of 
the  King  ? 

I did  not  recommend  it  to  Minifters  to  fend 

■ * i , : • • 

for  Dr.  John  Willis  at  all,  that  I know  of.— 

I recommended  it  to  Minifters  to  fend  for  Dr. 

* < t ; * » . i « / 

Willis’s  Servants j and  I advifed  the  Dodtor 

1 • . 

to  fend  for  his  Son  to  aftift  him,  becaufe  l 
thought  the  Confinement  more  than  he  could  J 
fubmit  to.  . ■ _ , 

Whether  you  had,  either  to  His  Majefty's 
Minifters  or  to  Dr.  Willis,  ever  fuggefted  a 

i # k t I l 00  t 

Wiih  that  Dr.  John  Willis  fhould  be  called- 
in  to  aid  His  Majefty’s  Phyficians  in  ConfuL 
tation  ? 

No. 

Whether  any  Notification  from  Authority 
■was  ever  made  to  you,  that  Dr.  John  Willis 

i » -V  . \ t 

was  to  be  confidered  in  that  Light  ? 

No.  ' " " " ■; 

i • » • 

Whether  you  have  ever  heard  from  any  of 
your  Brethren,  the  King’s  Phyficians,  that  any 
Notification  to  that  Effedt  had  been  made  to 

* s * A . . ••  U V . < • « i.  " • ' ^ 

them  ? 

No.  . 

Whether 

\ - , . . 


/ 
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Whether  you  explained,  either  to  Dr.  Wil- 
lis the  Father,  or  to  Dr.  John  Willis,  that 
Dr.  John  Willis  was  fent  for  as  the  Director 
of  Dr.  Willis’s  other  Servants,  and  not  in  the 
fame  Charadter  as  Dr.  Willis  himfelf,  as  a 
Phyfician  who  had  dedicated  his  Attention 
particularly  to  that  Branch  of  Medicine  ? 

Dr.  Willis’s  Son  was  lent  for  merely  at  jyiy 
own  Suggeftion,  as  I apprehend,  to  aflift  his 
Father,  without  my  knowing  that  he  had  even 


When  you  underftood  that  Dr.  John  Wil- 
lis was  a regular-bred  Phyfician,  did  you  then 
make  the  Explanation  as  ftated  in  the  former 
Queftion  ? 

I do  not  recolledt  that  I faid  any  Thing 
to  him  upon  the  Subjedt. 


taken  a Degree. 

■ . >«  * 


Withdrew, 
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